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Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 


PART 52—PROCESSED FRUITS AND 
VEGETABLES, PROCESSED PROD- 
UCTS THEREOF, AND CERTAIN 
OTHER PROCESSED FOOD PROD- 
UCTS 


Standards for Grades of Various 
Processed Citrus Juices* 


Notice of a proposal to amend several 
listed U.S. Standards for Grades of citrus 
juice products was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER of May 3, 1968 (33 F.R. 
6784). The listed standards were: 


Frozen Concentrated Grapefruit Juice (7 
CFR 52.1221-52.1232). 

Canned Blended Grapefruit Juice and Orange 
Juice (7 CFR 52.1281-52.1293). 

Frozen Concentrated Blended Grapefruit 
Juice and Orange Juice (7 CFR 52.1311-— 
52.1323). . 

Frozen Concentrate for Lemonade 
52.1421-52.1432). 

Canned Orange Juice 
52.1562) . 

Frozen Concentrated Orange Juice (7 CFR 
52.1581-—52.1592) . 

Canned Tangerine Juice (7 CFR 52.2071- 
52.2082). 

Canned Concentrated Orange Juice (7 CFR 
52.2251-52.2262). 

Frozen Concentrate for Limeade (7 CFR 
52.2521-52.2532). 

Dehydrated Orange Juice (7 CFR 52.2981- 
52.2991). 

Dehydrated Grapefruit Juice (7 CFR 52.3021- 
52.3032). 

Pasteurized Orange Juice (7 CFR 52.5641- 
52.5652). é 


Orange Juice From Concentrate (7 CFR 
52.5681-52.5692) . 


The amendments as proposed would 
adopt the Bromate Titration (Scott) Oil 
Method as the official method for deter- 
mining recoverable oils in all of the listed 
grade standards. Interested persons were 
given until July 1, 1968, in which to sub- 
mit written data, views, or arguments 
concerning the proposed actions. The ac- 
tions would be taken pursuant to the 
authority contained in the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946 (sec. 202-208, 60 
Stat. 1087, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1621- 
1627). 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the change in method. The method of 
measuring recoverable oil proposed on 
May 3, 1968, was developed by the Agri- 
cultural Research Service of the U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture. It is now in gen- 


(7 CFR 


(7 CFR 52.1551- 


*Compliance with the provisions of 
these standards shall not excuse failure to 
comply with the provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with ap- 
plicable State laws and regulations. 






Rules and Regulations 


eral use in the US. citrus products in- 
dustry. It is also referenced in large buy- 
er contracts. The Department finds it to 
be superior to the current method both 
in accuracy and precision. It also re- 
quires much less time—a very important 
consideration in plant quality control and 
in-plant inspection. 

While the proposal recognized that the 
Scott Oil Method would change slightly 
the effect of the oil limits prescribed in 
the affected U.S. grades there was not, at 
that time, agreement among informed 
persons as to the magnitude of difference 
between the oil recovery of the two 
methods. No compensating adjustment in 
the oil requirements, therefore, was in- 
cluded in the proposal. 

Comments filed with the Hearing 
Clerk were from three sources only: The 
Citrus Committee of the Institute of 
Food Technologists, composed of techni- 
cal members of the citrus processing in- 
dustry internationally; the Florida Can- 
ners Association; and Sunkist Growers, 
a large California based producer of 
processed citrus products. All respond- 
ents strongly supported the proposed 
change in method. All requested that the 
percent by volume specified as the upper 
oil limits of each affected grade standard 
be increased by a figure of 0.005 per- 
cent. The stated purpose of these re- 
quests was to make the oil limits—with 
the Scott Method—comparable to the 
current oil requirements, using the cur- 
rent method. 

Data was submitted to support the 
0.005 percent increase. 

On examination of this data together 
with other data and opinions now avail- 
able, the Department concludes that the 
suggested 0.005 percent addition to the 
oil limits for each affected standard 
would adequately and properly compen- 
sate for the increased efficiency of the 
new method. An adjustment, therefore, 
is made in each affected grade standard 
to increase the minimum and maximum 
oil levels by 0.005 percent by volume (or 
its equivalent) on a single strength or re- 
constituted basis so that the change in 
method of analysis would create no sub- 
stantive change in the quality require- 
ments in the affected standards. 

Figure 1 of the method has been filed 
with the original document and is avail- 
able for inspection in the Office of the 
Federal Register or in the Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer and Mar- 
keting Service, U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture, Room 0707, South Building, 
Washington, D.C. A copy will also be 
contained in each reprint of the affected 
USDA grade standard. 

In Part 52 of Chapter I of Title 7 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, the listed 
subparts are amended as follows: 

Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Frozen Concentrated Grapefruit Juice 
is amended as follows: 
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1. In § 52.1229, paragraphs (a) (1) and 
(2), and (b) (1) and (2) are revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 52.1229 Flavor. 
> * * 7 © 
(a) > * * 


(1) Style I; unsweetened. The ratio 
of Brix value to acid is not less’ than 9 
to 1 nor more than 14 to 1 and the re- 
coverable oil content is not less than 
0.027 ml. nor more than 0.067 ml. per 100 
grams. 

(2) Style II; sweetened. The ratio of 
Brix value to acid is not less than 10 to 1 
nor more than 13 to 1 and the recoverable 
oil content is not less than 0.027 ml. nor 
more than 0.067 ml. per 100 grams. 

(b) *> *¢* * 

(1) Style I; unsweetened. The ratio of 
Brix value to acid is not less than 7 to 1 
nor more than 16 to 1 and the recover- 
able oil content is not more than 0.067 
ml. per 100 grams. 

(2) Style II; sweetened. The ratio of 
Brix value to acid is not less than 8 to 1 
nor more than 13 to 1 and the recover- 
able oil content is not more than 0.067 
ml. per 100 grams. 


© * «. > * 


2. In § 52.1230, paragraph (e) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1230 Definitions of terms as used 
in these standards, and methods of 
analyses. 


* * «© . > 


‘(e) Recoverable oil. “Recoverable oil” 
is determined by the following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
Pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.! Por use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 
volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society) . 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 
volumes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adaptor as shown in Figure 1. 


“AOAC” refers to the Official Methods 
of Analysis published by the Association of 
Official Analytical (formerly Agricultural) 
Chemists. Copies may be obtained from this 
Association at Box 540, Benjamin Pranklin 
Station, Washington, D.C. 20044. 
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Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation fiask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the fiask from the heater. 


(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 


(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of 
the titrant may be added rapidly, but the 
endpoint must be approached at about 1 
drop per second. Disappearance of color in- 
dicates the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by ti- 
trating three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 
2-Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total ml. of titrant used 
by three to obtain the average blank. Sub- 
tract the average blank thus obtained from 
the ml. of titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 

(vii) The ml. recoverable oil per 100 grams 
of the concentrate is determined as follows: 


ml. recoverable oil per 100 grams concentrate 
[percent oil by volume recovered] 4 


oi specific gravity of the concentrate 
o * = = = 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Canned Blended Grapefruit Juice 
and Orange Juice is amended as follows: 

1. In § 52.1288, paragraphs (b) and 
(c) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1288 Absence of defects. 


a * + * > 


(b) (A) classification. Canned blended 
grapefruit juice and orange juice that is 
practically free from defects may be 
given a score of 34 to 40 points. “‘Prac- 
tically free from defects” means that the 
juice may contain not more than 12 per- 
cent free and suspended pulp; that there 
may be present not more than 0.035 per- 
cent by volume of recoverable oil; and 
that the juice does not contain seeds or 
seed particles or other defects that affect 
more than slightly the appearance of the 
product. 

(c) (C) classification. If the canned 
blended grapefruit juice and orange juice 
is fairly free from defects, a score of 28 
to 33 points may be given. Canned 
blended juice that falls into this classi- 
fication shall not be graded above USS. 
Grade C or U.S. Standard, regardless of 
the total score for the product (this is a 
limiting rule). “Fairly free from defects” 
means that the juice may contain not 
more than 18 percent free and suspended 
pulp; that there may be present not more 
than 0.055 percent by volume of recover- 
able oil; and that the juice does not 
contain seeds or seed particles or other 
defects that affect materially the ap- 
pearance of the product. 


* 2 * > 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


2. In § 52.1291, paragraph (b) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1291 Explanation of analyses. 


* * * : + 


(b) “Recoverable oil’ is determined by 
the following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 24, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC. For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 vol- 
umes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 1 
ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine to 
react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of d- 
limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 vol- 
umes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500—750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of 
the titrant may be added rapidly, but the 
endpoint must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2-Pro- 
panol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
with indicator—without refilling the burette. 
Divide the total milliliters of titrant used 
by three to obtain the average blank. Sub- 
tract the average blank thus obtained from 
the milliliters of titrant used to titrate the 
distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Frozen Concentrated Blended Grape- 
fruit Juice and Orange Juice is amended 
as follows: 

1. In § 52.1318, paragraphs (b) and (c) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1318 Absence of defects. 


* cs as * * 


(b) (A) classification. Frozen concen- 
trated blended grapefruit juice and 
orange juice of which the reconstituted 
juice is practically free from defects may 
be given a score of 34 to 40 points. “Prac- 
tically free from defects” means that 
there may be present: (1) Small seeds 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 


or portions thereof that are of such size 
that they could pass through round per- 
forations not exceeding one-eighth inch 
in diameter, provided such seeds or por- 
tions thereof do not materially affect the 
appearance or drinking quality of the 
juice; (2) juice.cells that do not materi- 
ally affect the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice; (3) other defects 
that are not more than slightly objec- 
tionable, and (4) not more than 12 per- 
cent free and suspended pulp. To score 
in this classification the frozen concen- 
trated blended grapefruit juice and 
orange juice may contain not more than 
0.097 ml. of recoverable oil per 100 grams 
of the concentrated product. 

(c) (B) classification. If the reconsti- 
tuted juice is reasonably free from de- 
fects, a score of 28 to 33 points may be 
given. Frozen concentrated blended 
grapefruit juice and orange juice that 
falls into this classification shall not be 
graded above U.S. Grade B or US. 
Choice, regardless of the total score for 
the product (this is a limiting rule). 
“Reasonably free from defects” means 
that there may be present: (1) Small 
seeds or portions thereof that are of such 
size that they could pass through round 
perforations not exceeding one-eighth 
inch in diameter, provided such seeds or 
portions thereof do not seriously affect 
the appearance or drinking quality of 
the juice; (2) juice cells that do not 
seriously affect the appearance or drink- 
ing quality of the juice; (3) other defects 
that are not materially objectionable, 
and (4) not more than 18 percent free 
and suspended pulp. To score in this 
classification the frozen concentrated 
blended grapefruit juice and orange juice 
may contain not more than 0.113 ml. of 
recoverable oil per 100 grams of the 
concentrated product. 


2. In §$ 52.1321, paragraph (c) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1321 Explanation of analyses. 


(c) “Recoverable oil” is determined 
by the following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.1 For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 vol- 
umes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 
volumes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 mil. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 
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Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 
0.1 ml., with easily controllable flow to per- 
mit both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the 
distillation flask containing carborundum 
chips or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 
2-Propanol. 

(ii)Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10.ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 
2-Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total ml. of titrant used 
by three to obtain the average blank. Sub- 
tract the average blank thus obtained from 
the ml. of titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


(vii) The ml. of recoverable oil per 100 
grams of the concentrate is determined as 
follows: 


ml. recoverable oil per 100 grams concentrate 
[percent oil by volume recovered] 4 


* specific gravity of the concentrate 


s Be s * * 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Frozen Concentrate for Lemonade is 
amended as follows: 

1. In § 52.1428, paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1428 Flavor. 


(a) (A) classification. Frozen concen- 
trate for lemonade which, when prepared 
as lemonade, possesses a good flavor, 
may be given a score of 51 to 60 points. 
“Good flavor” means a fine, distinct, and 
substantially typical flavor of lemonade 
prepared from freshly expressed lemon 
juice and which flavor is free from ter- 
penic, oxidized, rancid, or other off-fia- 
vors. To score in this classification, the 
lemonade shall test not less than 10.5 
degrees Brix; shall contain not less than 
0.7 gram of acid per 100 ml. of the lemon- 
ade; may not contain more than 0.025 
ml. of recoverable oil per 100 ml. of the 
lemonade; and the Brix-acid ratio shall 
not exceed 20:1. 

(b) (B) classification. If the prepared 
lemonade possesses a reasonably good 
flavor, a score of 42 to 50 points may be 
given. Frozen concentrate for lemonade 
that falls into this classification shall not 
be graded above “U.S. Grade B” or “U.S. 
Choice” regardless of the total score for 
the product (this is a limiting rule). 
“Reasonably good flavor” means a fairly 
typical flavor of lemonade prepared from 
freshly expressed lemon juice and which 
flavor is practically free from terpenic, 
oxidized, rancid, or other off-flavors and 
is free from abnormal flavors of any 
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kind. To score in this classification the 
lemonade shall test not less than 10.5 
degrees Brix; shall contain not less than 
0.7 gram of acid per 100 ml. of the 
lemonade, may contain not more than 
0.035 ml. of recoverable oil per 100 ml. of 
the lemonade; and the Brix-acid ratio 
shall not exceeed 20:1. 


* * * * * 


2. Section 52.1430 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 52.1430 Explanation of analyses. 


Recoverable oil is determined by the 
following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.’ For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 
volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 
6 months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (American 
Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid— prepared by 
adding 1 volume of concentrated acid to 
2 volumes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 
0.1 ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux, then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determines the reagent blank by ti- 
trating three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2- 
Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total milliliters of titrant 
used by three to obtain the average blank. 
Subtract the average blank thus obtained 
from the milliliters of titrant used to titrate 
the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to ob- 
tain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the lemonade. 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Canned Orange. Juice is amended as 
follows: 


1. In § 52.1558, paragraphs (b) and 
(c) are revised to read as follows: 
§ 52.1558 Defects. 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 
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(b) (A) classification. Canned orange 
juice that is practically free from defects 
may be given a score of 18 to 20 points. 
“Practically free from defects’ means 
that there may be present not more than 
0.035 percent by volume of recoverable 
oil and that the juice does not contain 
particles of membrane, core, or skin, 
seeds, or seed particles, or other defects 
that affect more than slightly the appear- 
ance of the product. 

(c) (C) classification. If the canned 
orange juice is fairly free from defects, 
a score of 16 or 17 points may be given. 
Canned orange juice that falls into this 
classification shall not be graded above 
U.S. Grade C, regardless of the total 
score for the product (this is a limiting 
rule). “Fairly free from defects” means 
that there may be present not more than 
0.055 percent by volume of recoverable 
oil and that the juice does not contain 
particles of membrane, core, or skin, 
seeds, or seed particles, or other defects 
that affect materially the appearance of 
the product. 

2. In § 52.1560, paragraph (d) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1560 Definitions of 
methods of analyses. 
> > * o 7 
(ad) Recoverable oil. “Recoverable oi” 
is determined by the following method: 


METHOD 


terms and 


(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.! For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 
volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (American 
Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 
volumes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500—750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 - receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the distil- 
lation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of.this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate 
solution while stirring. The major portion of 
the titrant may be added rapidly, but the 
endpoint must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 
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(v) Determine the reagent blank by 
titrating three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 
2-Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total milliliters of titrant 
used by three to obtain the average blank. 
Subtract the average blank thus obtained 
from the milliliters of titrant used to titrate 
the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


* 7 . » . 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Frozen Concentrated Orange Juice is 
amended as follows: 

1. In § 52.1588, paragraphs (c) and 
(d) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1588 Defects. 


. = * » * 


(c) (A) classification. Frozen con- 
centrated orange juice of which the re- 
constituted juice is practically free from 
defects may be given a score of 18 to 20 
points. “Practically free from defects” 
means that any combination of defects 
present may no more than slightly de- 
tract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice, and that there may 
be no more than 0.035 milliliter of re- 
coverable oil per 100 milliliters of the 
reconstituted juice. 

%(d) (B) classification. If the reconsti- 
tuted juice is reasonably free from de- 
fects, a score of 16 or 17 points may be 
given. Frozen concentrated orange juice 
that falls into this classification shall not 
be graded above US. Grade B, regardless 
of the total score for the product (this 
is a limiting rule). “Reasonably free from 
defects” means that any combination of 
defects present may not seriously de- 
tract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice, and that there may 
be no more than 0.035 milliliter of recov- 
erable oil per 100 milliliters of the recon- 
stituted juice. 

se > a > 7 

2. In § 52.1590, paragraph (f) is re- 

vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.1590 Definitions of 
methods of analyses. 
* = = = a 
(f) Recoverable oil. “Recoverable oil” 
is determined by the following method: 


METHOD 


terms and 


(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC. For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 
volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 vol- 
umes of water. : 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 


+See footnote on p. 11881. 
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socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml, or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination, 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of. this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2- 
Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total ml. of titrant used 
by three to obtain the average blank. Sub- 
tract the average blank thus obtained from 
the ml. of titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 

> * . > + 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Canned Tangerine Juice is amended 
as follows: 

1. In § 52.2077, paragraphs (b) and 
(c) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.2077 Absence of defects. 


(b) (A) classification. Canned tanger- 
ine juice that is practically free from de- 
fects may be given a score of 34 to 40 
points. “Practically free from defects” 
means that the juice may contain not 
more than 7 percent free and suspended 
pulp and that there may be present not 
more than 0.025 percent by volume of 
recoverable oil; and does not contain 
seeds or seed particles or other defects 
that more than slightly affect the ap- 
pearance of the product. 

(c) (C) classification. If the canned 
tangerine juice is fairly free from de- 
fects, a score of 28 to 33 points may be 
given. Canned tangerine juice that falls 
into this classification shall not be graded 
above U.S. Grade C or U.S. Standard, 
regardless of the total score for the prod- 
uct (this is a limiting rule). “Fairly free 
from defects” means that the juice may 
contain not more than 10 percent free 
and suspended pulp and that there may 
be present not more than 0.035 percent 
by volume of recoverable oil; and does 
not contain seeds or seed particles or 
other defects that materially affect the 
appearance of the product. 


= * ” . * 


2. In §52.2080, paragraph (b) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 
§ 52.2080 Explanation of analyses. 


(b) Recoverable oil is determined by 
the following method: 


METHOD 


(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in ac- 
cordance with Chapter 42, Standard Solu- 
tions in the current edition of the AOAC. 
For use, add 1 volume of standard solution to 
3 volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 
6 months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 
volumes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2—Pro- 
panol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
with indicator—without refilling the burette. 
Divide the total ml. of titrant used by three 
to obtain the average blank. Subtract the 
average blank thus obtained from the ml. of 
titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


Subpart—US. Standards for Grades 
of Canned Concentrated Orange Juice is 
amended as follows: z 

1. In § 52.2258, paragraphs (c) and (d) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.2258 Defects. 


(c) (A) classification. Canned concen- 
trated orange juice of which the recon- 
stituted juice is practically free from de- 
fects may be given a score of 18 to 20 
points. “Practically free from defects” 
means that any combination of defects 
present may no more than slightly de- 
tract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice. To score in this clas- 
sification the canned _ concentrated 
orange juice shall contain a trace but 
not more than 0.0028 milliliter of re- 
coverable oil per degree Brix value per 
100 grams of the concentrate. 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 
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(d) (C) classification. If the reconsti- 
tuted juice is reasonably free from de- 
fects, a score of 16 or 17 points may be 
given. Canned concentrated orange juice 
that falls into this classification shall 
not be graded above U.S. Grade C, re- 
gardless of the total score for the product 
(this is a limiting rule) . “Reasonably free 
from defects” means that any combina- 
tion of defects present may not seriously 
detract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice. To score in this clas- 
sification the canned concentrated 
orange juice may contain not more than 
0.0034 milliliter of recoverable oil per 
degree Brix value per 100 grams of the 
concentrate. 


2. In § 52.2260, paragraph (f) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 52.2260 Definitions of terms 
methods of analyses. 
. . . 7 * 
(f) Recoverable oil. ““Recoverable oil” 
is determined by the following method: 
METHOD 


and 


(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.* For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 
volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine to 
react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of d- 
limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (American 
Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 
volumes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with, recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum 
chips or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 
2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Con- 
tinue distilling until solvent ceases to reflux 
then remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. of 
this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Pisappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by 
titrating three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 
2-Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total ml. of titrant used 
by three to obtain the average blank. Sub- 
tract the average blank thus obtained from 
the ml. of titrant used to titrate the distillate. 


+See footnote on p. 11881. 
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(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 

(vii) The ml. of recoverable oil per degree 
Brix value per 100 grams of the concentrate 
is determined as follows: 

ml. recoverable oil per degree Brix value 
per 100 grams concentrate=[% recoverable 


oil by volume in the reconstituted juice] 
0.089. 


Subpart—U:S. Standards for Grades of 
Frozen Concentrate for Limeade is 
amended as follows: 

1. In § 52.2528, paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.2528 Flavor. 


(a) (A) classification. Frozen concen- 
trate for limeade which, when prepared 
as limeade, possesses a good flavor may 
be given a score of 51 to 60 points. ‘““Good 
flavor’ means a fine, distinct, and sub- 
stantially typical flavor of limeade pre- 
pared from freshly expressed lime juice 
and which flavor is free from terpenic, 
oxidized, rancid, or other off flavors. To 
score in this classification, the limeade 
shall test not less than 10.5 degrees Brix; 
shall contain not less than 0.7 gram of 
acid per 100 ml. of the limeade; may not 
contain more than 0.025 ml. or less than 
0.008 ml. of recoverable oil per 100 ml. 
of the limeade; and the Brix-acid ratio 
shall not exceed 18:1. 


(b) (B) classification. If the prepared 
limeade possesses a reasonably good 
flavor a score of 42 to 50 points may be 
given. Frozen concentrate for limeade 
that falls into this classification shall 
not be graded above “U.S. Grade B” or 
“U.S. Choice” regardless of the total 
score for the product (this is a limiting 
rule). “Reasonably good flavor’ means 
a fairly typical flavor of limeade pre- 
pared from freshly expressed lime juice 
and which flavor is practically free from 
terpenic, oxidized, rancid, or other off 
flavors and is free from abnormal flavors 
of any kind. To score in this classifica- 
tion the limeade shall test not less than 
10.5 degrees Brix; shall contain not less 
than 0.7 gram of acid per 100 ml. of the 
limeade; may not contain more than 
0.035 ml. or less than 0.008 ml. of re- 
coverable oil per 100 ml. of the limeade; 
and the Brix-acid ratio shall not exceed 
18:1. 


2. Section 52.2530 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 52.2530 Explanation of analyses. 


Recoverable oil is determined by the 
following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC. For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 
volumes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 1 
ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine to 
react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of d- 
limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (American 
Chemical Society) . 


+See footnote on p. 11881. 
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Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by 
adding 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 
volumes of water. 


Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(iit) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(ili) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2-Pro- 
panol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
with indicator—without refilling the burette. 
Divide the total ml. of titrant used by three 
to obtain the average blank. Subtract the 
average blank thus obtained from the ml. of 
titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(iv) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the limeade. 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Dehydrated Orange Juice is amended 
as follows: 

1. In § 52.2987, paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.2987 Flavor. 


(a) (A) classification. Dehydrated 
orange juice of which the reconstituted 
juice possesses a good flavor may be given 
a score of 34 to 40 points. “Good flavor” 
means that the flavor is a fine, dis- 
tinct orange juice flavor typical of 
properly processed canned orange juice 
which is definitely free from terpenic, 
caramelized, oxidized, rancid or off- 
flavors. To score in this classification 
the ratio of the Brix to acid shall be 
not less than 12 to 1 nor more than 18 
to 1 and the recoverable oil content 
not less than 0.011 nor more than 0.017 
milliliters per 100 milliliters of the re- 
constituted juice. 

(b) (B) classification. If the recon- 
stituted juice possesses a reasonably good 
flavor a score of 28 to 33 points may be 
given. Dehydrated orange juice that falls 
into this classification shall not be graded 
above US. Grade B or U.S. Choice 
regardless of the total score for the 
product (this is a limiting rule). ‘“Rea- 
sonably good flavor” means that the 
flavor is reasonably typical of prop- 
erly processed canned orange juice 
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which is free from abnormal and off- 
flavors of any kind. To score in this clas- 
sification the ratio of the Brix to acid 
shall be not less than 10.5 to 1 nor more 
than 19 to 1 and the recoverable oil con- 
tent not less than 0.009 nor more than 
0.025 milliliters per 100 ml. of the recon- 
stituted juice. 


* * a a » 


2. In § 52.2989, paragraph (a) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.2989 Methods of analyses. 


(a) “Recoverable oil” is determined by 
the following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.* For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 vol- 
umes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 1 
ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (American 
Chemical Society) . 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 vol- 
umes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15’ receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 mi. graduated to 
0.1 ml., with easily controllable flow to per- 
mit both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the 
distillation flask containing carborundum 
chips or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2- 
Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. 
of this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2-Pro- 
panol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
with indicator—without refilling the burette. 
Divide the total ml. of titrant used by three 
to obtain the average blank. Subtract the 
average blank thus obtained from the ml. of 
titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


Ls * * » * 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Dehydrated Grapefruit Juice is 
amended as follows: 

1. In § 52.3028, paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are revised to read as follows: 


See footnote on p. 11881. 
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§ 52.3028 Flavor. 


(a) (A) classification. Dehydrated 
grapefruit juice of which the reconsti- 
tuted juice possesses a good flavor may 
be given a score of 34 to 40 points. 
“Good flavor” means that the flavor is 
a fine, distinct grapefruit juice flavor 
typical of properly processed canned 
grapefruit juice; is definitely free from 
terpenic, caramelized, oxidized, and 
rancid flavors; is free from off flavors; 
and the reconstituted juice meets the 
following requirements for the respec- 
tive style: 

(1) Recoverable oil—not less than 
0.011 nor more than 0.017 ml. per 100 ml. 

(2) Acid—not less than 0.85 gram per 
100 ml. 

(3) Brix—acid ratio for the respective 
styles: 

(i) Style I (unsweetened)—not less 
than 8 to 1 nor more than 14 to 1; 

(ii) Style IL (sweetened)—not less 
than 11 to 1 nor more than 14 to 1. 

(b) (B) classification. If the reconsti- 
tuted juice possesses a reasonably good 
flavor a score of 28 to 33 points may be 
given. Dehydrated grapefruit juice that 
falls into this classification shall not be 
graded above U.S. Grade B or US. 
Choice regardless of the total score for 
the product (this is a limiting rule). 
“Reasonably good flavor” means that the 
flavor is reasonably typical of properly 
processed canned grapefruit juice which 
is free from abnormal and off-flavors of 
any kind; and the reconstituted juice 
meets the following requirements for the 
respective style: 

(1) Recoverable oil—not less than 


0.009 nor more than 0.025 ml. per 100 ml. 


(2) Acid—not less than 0.70 gram per 
100 ml. 

(3) Brix-acid ratio for the respective 
styles: 

(i) Style I (unsweetened)—not less 
than 7 to 1 nor more than 14 tol; 

(ii) Style IT (sweetened)—not less 
than 11 to 1 nor more than 14 to 1. 


os 2 . . - 


2. In § 52.3030, paragraph (a) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.3030 Methods of analyses. 


(a) “Recoverable oil” is determined 
by the following method: 


METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in aecord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC. For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 vol- 
umes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 
1 mi. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine 
to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of 
d-limonene. The solutions are stable for 6 
months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 vol- 
umes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 


Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 
0.1 ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the distil- 
lation flask containing carborundum chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(ili) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. of 
this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. beaker.) 

¢iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 

tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indi- 
cates the endpoint. 
* (v) Determine the reagent blank by ti- 
trating three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2- 
Propanol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total milliliters of titrant 
used by three to obtain the average blank. 
Subtract the average blank thus obtained 
from the milliliters of titrant used to titrate 
the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Pasteurized Orange Juice is amended 
as follows: 


1. In § 52.5648, paragraphs (c) and (d) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.5648 Defects. 


- 2 m * . 

(c) (A) classification. Pasteurized or- 
ange juice that is practically free from 
defects may be given a score of 18 to 20 
points. “Practically free from defects” 
tmheans that any combination of defects 
present may no more than slightly de- 
tract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice, and that there may 
be present not more than 0.035 percent 
by volume of recoverable oil. 

(d) (B) classification. If the pasteur- 
ized juice is reasonably free from defects, 
a score of 16 or 17 points may be given. 
Pasteurized orange. juice that falls into 
this classification shall not be graded 
above U.S. Grade B, regardless of the 
total score for the product (this is a 
limiting rule) . “Reasonably free from de- 
fects” means that any combination of de- 
fects present may not seriously detract 
from the appearance or drinking quality 
of the juice, and that there may be pres- 
ent not more than 0.045 percent by vol- 
ume of recoverable oil. 

. * > : * 


2. In § 52.5650, paragraph (d) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.5650 Definitions of terms and 
methods of analyses. 
s 7 2 + s 
(d) Recoverable oil. ‘““Recoverable oil” 
is determined by the following method: 
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METHOD 

(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in ac- 
cordance with Chapter 42, Standard Solu- 
tions in the current edition of the AOAC. 
For use, add 1 volume of standard solu- 
tion to 3 volumes of water to make 0.0247N 
solution. 1 ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies 
bromine to react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., 
of d-limonene. ‘The solutions are stable for 
six months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (Ameri- 
can Chemical Society). 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 vol- 
umes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500—750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 
0.1 ml., with easily controllable flow to per- 
mit both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 

(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the dis- 
tillation flask containing carborundum 
chips or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 
2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until slovent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 

(iii) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. of 
this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrate may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2-Pro- 
panol and 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric acid 
with indicator—without refilling the burette. 
Divide the total ml. of titrant used by three 
to obtain the average blank. Subtract the 
average blank thus obtained from the ml. of 
titrant used to titrate the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


Subpart—U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Orange Juice from Concentrate is 
amended as follows: 

1. In § 52.5688, paragraphs (c) and (d) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 52.5688 Defects. 


(c) (A) classification. Orange juice 
from concentrate that is practically free 
from defects may be given a score of 18 
to 20 points. “Practically free from de- 
fects” means that any combination of de- 
fects present may no more than slightly 
detract from the appearance or drinking 
quality of the juice, and that there may 
be present not more than 0.035 percent 
by volume of recoverable oil. 

(d) (B) classification. If the juice is 
reasonably free from defects, a score of 
16 or 17 points may be given. Orange 
juice from concentrate that falls into 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 
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this classification shall not be graded 
above U.S. Grade B, regardless of the 
total score for the product (this is a 
limiting rule) . “Reasonably free from de- 
fects” means that any combination of 
defects present may not seriously detract 
from the appearance or drinking quality 
of the juice, and that there may be pres- 
ent not more than 0.045 percent by vol- 
ume of recoverable oil. 





> +. . o = 
2. In §$ 52.5690, paragraph (d) is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 52.5690 Definitions of 
methods of analyses. 


(d) Recoverable oil. ““Recoverable oil” 
is determined by the following method: 


METHOD 


terms and 


(1) Reagents. 

Standard bromide-bromate solution—pre- 
pared and standardized to 0.099N in accord- 
ance with Chapter 42, Standard Solutions in 
the current edition of the AOAC.‘ For use, 
add 1 volume of standard solution to 3 vol- 
umes of water to make 0.0247N solution. 1 
ml. of 0.0247N solution supplies bromine to 
react with 0.00085g., or 0.0010 ml., of d-lim- 
onene. The solutions are stable for 6 months. 

2-Propanol—Reagent grade ACS (American 
Chemical Society) . 

Dilute hydrochloric acid—prepared by add- 
ing 1 volume of concentrated acid to 2 vol- 
umes of water. 

Methyl orange indicator—0.1 percent in 
water. 

(2) Apparatus. 

Electric heater—with recessed refractory 
top, 500-750 watts. 

Still, all glass—500 ml. distillation flask 
with 24/40 standard taper neck; 200 mm. 
Graham condenser with 28/15 receiving 
socket and drip tip; connecting bulb and 
adapter as shown in Figure 1. 

Burette—10 ml. or 25 ml. graduated to 0.1 
ml., with easily controllable flow to permit 
both rapid and dropwise titration. 

(3) Determination. 


(i) Pipette 25 ml. of well-mixed sample 
(juice or reconstituted juice) into the distil- 
lation flask containing um chips 
or glass beads, and add 25 ml. of 2-Propanol. 

(ii) Distill into a 150 ml. beaker. Continue 
distilling until solvent ceases to reflux then 
remove the flask from the heater. 


(ili) Add 10 ml. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid and 1 drop of indicator. (An alternative 
method would be to prepare a solution con- 
taining 5 ml. of indicator and 1,000 ml. of 
dilute hydrochloric acid—then add 10 ml. of 
this acid-indicator mix to the 150 ml. 
beaker.) 

(iv) Titrate with the dilute bromate solu- 
tion while stirring. The major portion of the 
titrant may be added rapidly, but the end- 
point must be approached at about 1 drop 
per second. Disappearance of color indicates 
the endpoint. 

(v) Determine the reagent blank by titrat- 
ing three separate mixtures of 25 ml. 2- 
Propanol and 10 mil. of dilute hydrochloric 
acid with indicator—without refilling the 
burette. Divide the total milliliter of titrant 
used by three to obtain the average blank. 
Subtract the average blank thus obtained 
from the milliliter of titrant used to titrate 
the distillate. 

(vi) Multiply the remainder by 0.004 to 
obtain the percent recoverable oil by volume 
in the juice sample. 


Effective date. The amendments to 
each affected standard shall become 


1 See footnote on p. 11881. 
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effective 30 days after publication hereof 
in the Feperat REGISTER. 


Dated: August 16, 1968. 


G. R. GRANGE, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10126; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 


Chapter Ill—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 


Subpart—Japanese Beetle 


Pursuant to sections 8 and 9 of the 
Plant Quarantine Act of August 20, 1912, 
as amended, and section 106 of the Fed- 
eral Plant Pest Act (7 US.C. 161, 162, 
150ee), Notice of Quarantine No. 48 re- 
lating to the Japanese beetle and regu- 
lations supplemental to said quarantine 
(7 CFR 301.48, 301.48—1, 301.48-2, 301.48-3 
through 301.48-10), are hereby revised 
to read as follows: 


QUARANTINE AND REGULATIONS 


Sec. 

301.48 Quarantine; restriction on inter- 
state movement of specified 
regulated articles. 

Definitions. 

Authorization for Director to des- 
ignate regulated areas and sup- 
pressive or generally infested 
areas, and articles which are 
exempt from certification and 
permit requirements. 

Conditions governing the inter- 
state movement of regulated ar- 
ticles from quarantined States 
and Districts. 

Issuance and cancellation of cer- 
tificates and permits. 

Compliance agreement; and can- 
cellation thereof. 

Assembly and inspection of reg- 
ulated articles. 

Attachment and disposition of 
certificates and permits. 

Inspection and disposal of regu- 
lated articles and pests. 

$01.48-9 Movement of live Japanese beetles. 

301.48-10 Nonliability of the Department. 


AvTHorITy: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under secs. 8, 9, 37 Stat. 318, as amend- 
ed, sec. 106, 71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 
150ee; 29 F.R. 16210, as amended, 30 F.R. 5799, 
as amended. 


301.48-1 
301.48-2 


301.48-3 


301.48-5 
301.48-6 
301.48-7 
301.48-8 


§ 301.48 Quarantine; restriction on in- 
terstate movement of specified regu- 
lated articles. 


(a) Notice of quarantine. Pursuant to 
the provisions of sections 8 and 9 of the 
Plant Quarantine Act of August 20, 1912, 
as amended, and section 106 of the Fed- 
eral Plant Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 
150ee), the Secretary of Agriculture has 
determined, after public hearing, that it 
is necessary to quarantine the States of 
Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Dlinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North Caro- 
lina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, 
Virginia, and West Virginia, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in order to prevent the 
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spread of the Japanese beetle (Popillia 
japonica Newm.), a dangerous insect in- 
jurious to cultivated crops, not heretofore 
widely prevalent or distributed within 
and throughout the United States. Under 
the authority of said provisions, the Sec- 
retary hereby quarantines the States of 
Illinois, Michigan, and Tennessee, and 
continues to quarantine the other spec- 
ified States and District with respect to 
the interstate movement from the quar- 
antined States of the articles described 
in paragraph (b) of this section, issues 
the regulations in this subpart governing 
such movement, and gives notice of said 
quarantine and regulations. 

(b) Quarantine restrictions on inter- 
state movement of specified regulated 
articles. No common carrier or other 
person shall move interstate from any 
quarantined State or District any of the 
following articles (defined in § 301.48— 
1(m) as regulated articles) , except in ac- 
cordance with the conditions prescribed 
in this subpart: 

(1) Soil, compost, decomposed 
manure, humus, muck and peat sepa- 
rately or with other things. 

(2) Plants with roots, except soil-free 
aquatic plants, moss and Lycopodium 
(clubmoss or ground-pine or running 
pine). 

(3) Grass sod. 

(4) Plant crowns and 
propagation. 

(5) True bulbs, corms, rhizomes and 
tubers, of ornamental plants when 
freshly harvested or uncured. 

(6) Used mechanized 
equipment. 

(7) Any other products, articles, or 
means of conveyance, of any character 
whatsoever, not covered by subpara- 
graphs (1) through (6) of this para- 
graph, when it is determined by an in- 
spector that they present a hazard of 
spread of Japanese beetle and the person 
in possession thereof has been so notified. 


§ 301.48-1 Definitions. 


Terms used in the singular form in this 
subpart shall be deemed to import the 
plural, and vice versa, as the case may 
demand. The following terms, when 
used in this subpart, shall be construed, 
respectively to mean: 

(a) Certificate. A document issued or 
authorized to be issued under this sub- 
part by an inspector to allow the inter- 
state movement of regulated articles to 
any destination. 5 

(b) Compliance agreement. A written 
agreement between a person engaged in 
growing, handling, or moving regulated 
articles, and the Plant Pest Control Divi- 
sion, wherein the former agrees to com- 
ply with the requirements of this subpart 
identified in the agreement of the in- 
spector who executes the agreement on 
behalf of the Division as applicable to 
the operations of such person. 

(c) Director. The Director of the Plant 
Pest Control Division, Agricultural Re- 
search Service, U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture, or any other officer or employee 
of said Service to whom authority to act 
in his stead has been or may hereafter be 
delegated. 


roots for 


soil-moving 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(d) Generally infested area. Any part 
of a regulated area not designated as a 
suppressive area in acccordance with 
§ 301.48-2. ‘. 

(e) Infestation. The presence of th 
Japanese beetle or the existence of cir- 
cumstances that make it reasonable to 
believe that Japanese beetle is present. 

({) Inspector. Any employee of the 
Plant Pest Control Division, Agricultural 
Research Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, or other person, authorized 
by the Director to enforce the provisions 
of the quarantine and regulations in this 
subpart. 

(g) Interstate. From any State, Terri- 
tory or District into or through any other 
State, Territory or District of the United 
States (including Puerto Rico). 

(h) Japanese beetle. The live insect 
known as the Japanese beetle (Popillia 
japonica Newm.) in any stage of 
development. 

(i) Limited permit. A document issued 
or authorized to be issued by an inspector 
to allow the interstate movement of non- 
certifiable regulated articles to a speci- 
fied destination for limited handling, uti- 
lization, or processing or for treatment. 

(j) Mechanized soil-moving equip- 
ment. Mechanized equipment used to 
move or transport soil—e.g., draglines, 
bulldozers, road scrapers, and dump- 
trucks. 

(k) Moved (movement, move). 
Shipped, offered for shipment to a com- 
mon carrier, received for transportation 
or transported by a common carrier, or 
carried, transported, moved or allowed 
to be moved by any means. “Movement” 
and “move” shall be construed 
accordingly. 

(1) Person. Any individual, corpora- 
tion, company, society, or association, or 
other organized group of any of the 
foregoing. 

(m) Regulated area. Any quarantined 
State or District or any portion thereof, 
listed as a regulated area in § 301.48-2a 
or otherwise designated by the Director 
in accordance with § 301.48-2(a). 

(n) Regulated articles. Any articles 
listed in § 301.48(b). 

(o) Restricted destination permit. A 
document issued or authorized to be is- 
sued by an inspector to allow the inter- 
state movement of regulated articles not 
certifiable under all applicable Federal 
domestic plant quarantines to a specified 
destination for other than scientific 
purposes. 

(p) Scientific permit. A document is- 
sued by the Director to allow the inter- 
state movement to a specified destina- 
tion of regulated articles for scientific 
purposes. 

(q) Soil. That part of the upper layer 
of earth in which plants can grow. 

(r) Suppressive area. That part of a 
regulated area where eradication of in- 
festation is undertaken as an objective, 
as designated by the Director under 
§ 301.48-2(a). 

(s) Treatment manual. The provisions 
currently contained in the “Manual of 
Administratively Authorized Procedures 
to be Used Under the Japanese Beetle 
Quarantine,” the manual of “Procedures 


for Applying Soil Surface and Foliage 
Treatments for Regulatory Purposes,” 
and the “Fumigation Procedures Man- 
ual”, and any amendments thereto.* 


§ 301.48-2 Authorization for Director 
to designate regulated areas and sup- 
pressive or generally infested areas, 
and articles which are exempt from 
certification and permit require- 
ments. 


The Director shall publish and amend 
from time to time as the facts warrant, 
the following lists: 

(a) List of regulated areas and sup- 
pressive or generally infested areas. The 
Director shall list as regulated areas in 
a supplemental regulation designated as 
§ 301.48-2a, the quarantined States or 
Districts, or portions thereof, in which the 
Japanese beetle is present, or which it is 
deemed necessary to regulate because of 
their proximity to infestation or their in- 
separability for quarantine enforcement 
purposes from infested localities. The Di- 
rector, in the supplemental regulation, 
may divide any regulated area into a 
suppressive area and a generally infested 
area in accordance with the definitions 
thereof in § 301.48—-1. Less than an en- 
tire quarantined State or District will be 
designated as a regulated area only if 
the Director is of the opinion that: 

(1) The State or District has adopted 
and is enforcing a quarantine or regu- 
lation which imposes restrictions on the 
intrastate movement of the regulated 
articles which are substantially the same 
as those which are imposed with respect 
to the interstate movement of such ar- 
ticles under this subpart; and ; 

(2) The designation of less than the 
entire State or District as a regulated 
area will otherwise be adequate to rre- 
vent the interstate spread of the Japa- 
nese beetle. 


The Director may temporarily desig- 
nate any other premises in a quarantined 
State or District as a regulated area, and 
@ suppressive or generally infested area 
in accordance with criteria specified 
above for listing such areas, by serving 
written notice thereof on the owner or 
person in possession of such premises, 
and thereafter the interstate movement 
of regulated articles from such premises 
by any person having notice of this des- 
ignation shall be subject to the appli- 
cable provisions of this subpart. As soon 
as practicable, such premises shall be 
added on the list in § 301.48-2a if a basis 
then exists for their designation. 

(b) List of articles which are exempt 
from certification and permit require- 
ments. The Director may, in a supple- 
mental regulation designated as § 301.48- 
2b, list regulated articles which shall be 
exempt from the certification and permit 
requirements of this subpart under such 
conditions as he may prescribe, if he 
finds that facts exist as to the pest risk 


1 Pamphlets containing such provisions are 
available upon request to the Director, Plant 
Pest Control Division, Agricultural Research 


Service, US. Department of Agriculture, 
Hyattsville, Md. 20782, or from an inspector. 
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involved in the movement of such regu- 
lated articles which make it safe to so 
relieve such requirements. 


§ 301.48-3 Conditions governing the 
interstate movement of regulated 
articles from quarantined States and 
Districts.’ 


Any regulated articles may be moved 
interstate from any quarantined State 
or District under the following condi- 
tions: 

(a) From any regulated area, with 
certificate or permit issued and attached 
in accordance with §§ 301.484 and 
301.48-7 if moved: 

(1) From any regulated area into or 
through any point outside of the regu- 
lated areas; or 

(2) From any generally infested area 
into or through any suppressive area; or 

(3) Between any noncontiguous sup- 
pressive areas, or 

(4) Between contiguous suppressive 
areas when it is determined by the in- 
spector that the regulated articles pre- 
sent a hazard of the spread of the Jap- 
anese beetle and the person in possession 
thereof has been so notified; or 

(b) From any regulated area, without 
certificate or permit if moved: 

(1) Under the provisions of § 301.48-2b 
which exempts certain articles from cer- 
tification and permit requirements; or 

(2) From a generally infested area to 
a contiguous generally infested area; or 

(3) From a suppressive area to a con- 
tiguous generally infested area; or 

(4) Between contiguous suppressive 
areas unless the person in possession of 
the articles has been notified by an in- 
spector that a hazard of spread of the 
Japanese bettle exists; or 

(5) Through or reshipped from any 
regulated area if the articles originated 
outside of any regulated area and if the 
point of origin of the articles is clearly 
indicated, their identity has been main- 
tained and they have been safeguarded 
against infestation, while in the regu- 
lated area, in a manner satisfactory to 
the inspector; or 

(c) From any area outside the regu- 
lated areas, without a certificate or per- 
mit if the regulated articles are exempt 
under the provisions of § 301.48~2b, or if 
the point of origin of such movement is 
clearly indicated on the articles or ship- 
ping document which accompanies the 
articles and if the movement is not made 
through any regulated area. 


§ 301.484 Issuance and cancellation of 
certificates and permits. 


(a) Certificates may be issued for any 
regulated articles by an inspector if he 
determines that they are eligible for cer- 
tification for movement to any destina- 
tion under all Federal domestic plant 
quarantines applicable to such articles 
and: 

(1) Have originated in noninfested 
premises in a regulated area and have 
not been exposed to infestation while 
within the regulated areas; or 


* Requirements under all other applicable 
Federal domestic plant quarantines must 
also be met. 
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(2) Upon examination, have been 
found to be free of infestation; or 

(3) Have been treated to destroy in- 
festation in accordance with the treat- 
ment manual; or 

(4) Have heen grown, produced, man- 
ufactured, stored, or handled in such 
manner that no infestation would be 
transmitted thereby. 

(b) Limited permits may be issued 
by an inspector to allow interstate move- 
ment of regulated articles, not eligible 
for certification under this subpart, to 
specified destinations for limited han- 
dling, utilization, or processing, or for 
treatment in accordance with the treat- 
ment manual, when upon evaluation of 
the circumstances involved in each spe- 
cific case he determines that such move- 
ment will not result in the spread of the 
Japanese beetle_and requirements of 
other applicable Federal domestic plant 
quarantines have been met. 

(c) Restricted destination permits 
may be issued by an inspector to allow 
the interstate movement (for other than 
scientific purposes) of regulated articles 
to any destination permitted under all 
applicable Federal domestic plant quar- 
antines if such articles are not eligible 
for certification under all such quar- 
antines but would otherwise qualify for 
certification under this subpart. 

(d) Scientific permits may be issued 
by the Director to allow the interstate 
movement of regulated articles for scien- 
tific purposes under such conditions as 
may be prescribed in each specific case 
by the Director. 

(e) Certificate, limited permit and re- 
stricted destination permit forms may 
be issued by an inspector to any person 
for use by the latter for subsequent ship- 
ments provided such person is operating 
under a compliance agreement; and any 
such person may be authorized by an 
inspector to reproduce such forms on 
shipping containers or otherwise. Any 
such person may use the certificate 
forms, or reproductions of such forms, 
for the interstate movement of regulated 
articles from the premises of such person 
identified in the compliance agreement 
if such person has made appropriate 
determinations specified in paragraph 
(a) of this section with respect to such 
articles. Any such person may use the 
limited permit forms, or reproductions of 
such forms, for interstate movement of 
regulated articles to specific destinations 
authorized by the inspector in accord- 
ance with paragraph (b) of this section. 
Any such person may use the restricted 
destination permit forms, or reproduc- 
tions of such forms, for the interstate 
movement of regulated articles not eli- 
gible for certification under all Federal 
domestic plant quarantines applicable to 
such articles, under the conditions speci- 
fied in paragraph (c) of this section. 

(f) Any certificate or permit which 
has been issued or authorized may be 
withdrawn by the inspector if he de- 
termines that the holder thereof has not 
complied with any condition for the use 
of such document imposed by this 


subpart. 
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§ 301.48-5 Compliance agreement; and 


cancellation thereof. 


(a) Any person engaged in the busi- 
ness of growing, handling, or moving 
regulated articles may enter into a com- 
pliance agreement to facilitate the move- 
ment of such articles under this subpart. 
Compliance agreement forms may be 


. obtained from the Director or an 


inspector. 

(b) Any compliance agreement may 
be canceled by the inspector who is 
supervising its enforcement whenever he 
finds, after notice and reasonable oppor- 
tunity to present views has been accord- 
ed to the other party thereto, that.such 
other party has failed to comply with the 
conditions of the agreement. ‘ 
§ 301.48-6 Assembly and inspection of 

regulated articles. 

Persons (other than those authorized 
to use certificates, limited permits, or re- 
stricted destination permits, or reproduc- 
tions thereof, under § 301.48-4(e)) who 
desire to move interstate regulated arti- 
cles which must be accompanied by a 
certificate or permit shall, as far in ad- 
vance as possible, request an inspector to 
examine the articles prior to movement. 
Such articles shall be assembled at such 
points and in such manner as the inspec- 
tor designates to facilitate inspection. 

§ 301.48-7 Attachment and disposition 
of certificates and permits. 

(a) If a certificate or permit is re- 
quired for the interstate movement of 
regulated articles, the certificate or per- 
mit shall be securely attached to the out- 
side of the container in which such arti- 
cles are moved, except that, where the 
certificate or permit is attached to the 
waybill or other shipping document, and 
the regulated articles are adequately de- 
scribed on the certificate, permit, or 
shipping document, the attachment of 
the certificate or permit to each con- 
tainer of the articles is not required. 

(b) In all cases, certificates or permits 
shall be furnished by the carrier to 
the consignee at the destination of the 
shipment. 

§ 301.48-8 Inspection and disposal of 
regulated articles and pests. 

Any properly identified inspector is 
authorized to stop and inspect, and to 
seize, destroy, or otherwise dispose of, 
or require disposal of regulated articles 
and Japanese beetles as provided in sec- 
tion 10 of the Plant Quarantine Act (7 
U.S.C. 164a) and section 105 of the Plant 
Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 150dd), in accordance 
with instructions issued by the Director. 
§ 301.48-9 Movement of live Japanese 

beetles. 

Regulations requiring a permit for, and 
otherwise governing the movement of live 
Japanese beetles in interstate or foreign 
commerce are contained in the Federal 
Plant Pest regulations in Part 330 of this 
chapter. Applications for permits for the 
movement of the pest may be made to 
the Director. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 164——THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1968 





11890 


§ 301.48-10 Nonliability of the Depart- 


ment. 


The United States Department of 
Agriculture disclaims liability for any 
costs incident to inspections or compli- 
ance with the provisions of the quaran- 
tine and regulations in this subpart, 
other than for the services of the 
inspector. 


This revision shall become effective 
upon publication in the FEDERAL REGIs- 
TER when it shall supersede the notice of 
quarantine and regulations effective 
September 21, 1962. 

Pursuant to a notice of hearing and 
rule-making published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on March 23, 1968, a public 
hearing was held in Chicago, Il., regard- 
ing quarantining the States_of Alabama, 
Tllinois, Michigan, Missouri, and Ten- 
nessee, on account of the Japanese 
beetle. After due consideration of all 
relevant material presented at the hear- 
ing and responses to the notice, it has 
been decided to add three States—Illi- 
nois, Michigan, and Tennessee—to the 
list of States quarantined because of the 
Japanese beetle. It has been decided to 
hold in abeyance until after the 1968 
survey season the determination as to 
whether Alabama and Missouri should 
be added to the list of quarantined States 
because of the eradicative treatment pro- 
grams being conducted. 

In addition, this revision simplifies 
and clarifies the Japanese beetle quaran- 
tine and regulations. The only other sub- 
stantive changes made are as follows: 

Provision is made for the Director 
temporarily to designate any premises in 
a quarantined State or District as a regu- 
lated area (and a suppressive or gen- 
erally infested area) by serving written 
notice thereof on the owner or person in 
possession of such premises. 

The list of regulated articles has been 
revised to include certain articles which 
are considered to be hazardous due to the 
manner in which they are handled. Pro- 
vision is made for certification of regu- 
lated articles moving between suppressive 
areas. The revision contains provisions 
with respect to compliance agreements 
with persons handling regulated articles. 
A requirement is added for persons mov- 
ing regulated articles from portions of 
quarantined States or Districts not in- 
cluded within the “regulated areas” to 
provide proof of origin in connection with 
such shipments. Provisions are also added 
under which certificates will not be is- 
sued or authorized to be issued for regu- 
lated articles unless the articles are cer- 
tifiable under all applicable Federal do- 
mestic plant quarantine requirements; 
restricted destination permits are au- 
thorized; and all certificates or permits 
are required to be surrendered to the 
consignee at the destination of the 
shipments. 

This revision imposes restrictions that 
are necessary in order to prevent the dis- 
semination of the Japanese beetle and 
should be made effective*‘promptly to ac- 
complish its purpose in the public inter- 
est. Accordingly, it is found upon good 
cause under the administrative pro- 
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cedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, that 
notice and other public procedure with 
respect to this revision are impracticable 
and contrary to the publi¢ interest, and 
good cause is found for making it effec- 
tive less than 30 days after publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of August 1968. 


[SEAL] R. J. ANDERSON, 
Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10123; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 


Subpart—Japanese Beetle 
REGULATED AREAS 


Under the authority of § 301.48-2 of 
the Japanese Beetle Quarantine regula- 
tions, 7 CFR 301.48-2, as amended, 33 
FR. 11888, a supplemental regulation 
designating regulated areas is hereby 
issued to appear in 7 CFR 301.48a, as 
follows: 


§ 301.48-2a Regulated areas; suppres- 
sive and generally infested areas. 


The civjl divisions, and parts of civil 
divisions, described below, are designated 
as Japanese beetle regulated areas with- 
in the meaning of the provisions of this 
subpart; and such regulated areas are 
hereby divided into generally infested 
areas or suppressive areas as indicated 
below: 


CONNECTICUT 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 
(2) Suppressive area. None. 


DELAWARE 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 
(2) Suppressive area. None. 


District oF COLUMBIA 


(1) Generally infested area, The entire 
District. 
(2) Suppressive area. None. 


GEORGIA 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Banks County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 448, 912, 
1580, 371, and 284. 

Cherokee County. That portion of the 
county lying within Georgia Militia Districts 
1031 and 1000. 

Clayton County. Georgia Militia Districts 
548, 1189, 1406, 1446, and 1644. 

Cobb County. That portion of the county 
lying south of State Highway 120, including 
all the area within the corporate limits of the 
city of Marietta. 

Dawson County. The entire county. 

De Kalb County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at a 
point where the Fulton-Gwinnett-De Kalb 
County lines intersect and extending south- 
east along the De Kalb-Gwinnett County line 
to the junction of said line and Interstate 
Highway 85, thence southwest along Inter- 
State Highway 85 to its intersection with In- 
terstate Highway 285, thence south and west 
along Interstate Highway 285 to its intersec- 
tion with the De Kalb-Fulton County line, 
thence north and east along said line to the 
point of beginning. 


Fannin County. Georgia Militia Districts 
1027, 1242, and 1488. 

Forsyth County. The entire county, except 
Georgia Militia Districts 1276 and that por- 
tion of Georgia Militia District 795 lying 
south and west of Georgia Highway 20. 

Franklin County. That portion of the 
county lying within Flintsville Georgia 
Militia District 211. 

Fulton County. That portion of the county 
lying within the corporate limits of Atlanta, 
Hapeville, East Point, and College Park, and 
that area lying within Georgia Militia Dis- 
tricts 1204, 499, 733, 731, 1289, and 1762. 

Gilmer County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 864, 932, 
1355, and 1498. 

Gwinnett County. That portion of the 
county lying within Pickneyville Georgia 
Militia District 406, Pucketts Georgia Militia 
District 1397, Sugar Hill Georgia Militia Dis- 
trict 550, and that portion of Suwannee Geor- 
gia Militia District 1604 lying north of Level 
Creek. 

Habersham County. That portion of the 
county lying within Georgia Militia Districts 
666, 1021, 1391, 1486, 1693, 414, 1612, 1449, 752, 
1648, and that portion of Georgia Militia Dis- 
trict 409 east of Georgia Highway 17 and U.S. 
Highway 23, including all the corporate limits 
of the city of Clarkesville. 

Hall County. The entire county. 

Lumpkin County. The entire county. 

Pickens County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 1182 
and 899. 

Rabun County. That portion of the county 
lying within Clayton Georgia Militia District 
587 and including all area within the cor- 
porate limits of Mountain City, and that 
portion of Tallulah Georgia Militia District 
509 south of State Highway 2 and east of 
Lake Burton Wildlife Management area. 

Richmond County. That portion of the 
county lying north of Butler Creek and that 
area lying north of Spirit Creek between the 
Savannah River and State Highway 56. 

Stephens County. That portion of the 
county lying within the following Georgia 
Militia Districts: Currahee 402, Toccoa 440, 
and Broad River 1473, and that portion of 
Wolf Pit Georgia Militia District 267 south 
of Georgia Highway 17. 

Towns County. That portion of the county 
lying within Hiawassee River Georgia Militia 
District 1243. 

Union County. Georgia Militia Districts 
994, 995, 1241, and 834. 

White County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Spalding County. That portion of the 
county lying within the corporate limits of 
the city of Griffin. 


ILLINOIS 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Coles County. Secs. 1, 2, 3, and the portions 
of secs. 11 and 12 located outside the city 
limits of Mattoon, T. 12 N., R. 7 E.; secs. 
25, 34, 35 and 36, T. 13 N., R. 7 E.; sec. 6, 
T. 12 N., R. 8 E.; secs. 30 and 31 T. 13 N., 
R. 8 E.; secs. 2, 3, and that portion of sec. 
11 outside the city limits of Charleston, T. 
12 N., R. 9 E.; secs. 34 and 35, T. 13 N., R. 
9 E. 

Cook County. That portion of the city of 
Chicago and vicinity bounded by a line be- 
ginning at a point where Harlem Avenue 
intersects Interstate Highway 55; thence ex- 
tending northeast along I-55 to its intersec- 
tion wih Cicero Avenue; thence north along 
Cicero Avenue to its intersection with the 
Chicago City limits; thence east along the 
Chicago City limits to the Beltline Railroad; 
thence north along the Chicago City limits 
to the point where it intersects with Cermak 
Road; thence east along Cermak Road to its 
intersection with Halsted Street; thence 
south on Halsted Street to its intersection 
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with 3lst Street; thence east on 31st Street 
to the point where an extension of 31st Street 
would intersect the Lake Michigan shore- 
line; thence southeastward along the Lake 
Michigan shoreline to its intersection with 
79th Street; thence west on 79th Street to 
its intersection with Commercial Avenue; 
thence south along Commercial Avenue and 
its extensions to its intersection with 95th 
Street; thence west on 95th Street to its 
intersection with Stoney Island Avenue; 
thence south on Stoney Island Avenue to 
its intersection with I-94; thence generally 
south on I-94 to its intersection with the 
Chicago City limits; thence west and north 
on the Chicago City limits to Cicero Avenue; 
thence north on Cicero Avenue to its inter- 
section with 111th Street; thence east on 
111th Street to its intersection with Craw- 
ford Avenue; thence north on Crawford Ave- 
nue to its intersection with 99th Street; 
thence east on 99th Street to its intersec- 
tion with Millard Avenue; thence south on 
Millard Avenue to its intersection with 100th 
Street; thence east on 100th Street to its 
intersection with Central Park Avenue; 
thence south on Central Park Avenue to its 
intersection with 103d Street; thence east 
on 103d Street to its intersection with Kedzie 
Avenue; thence north on Kedzie Avenue to 
its intersection with 102d Place; thence east 
on 102d Place to its intersection with Cali- 
fornia Avenue; thence north on California 
Avenue to its intersection with 99th Street; 
thence east on 99th Street to its intersection 
with Western Avenue; thence north on West- 
ern Avenue to its intersection with 95th 
Street; thence east on 95th Street to its 
intersection with Cottage Grove Avenue; 
thence north on Cottage Grove Avenue to 
its intersection with 79th Street; thence west 
on 79th Street to its intersection with Hal- 
sted Street; thence north on Halsted Street 
to its intersection with Garfield Boulevard; 
thence west on Garfield Boulevard to West- 
ern Avenue; continuing west on 55th Street 
to its intersection with Cicero Avenue; thence 
south on Cicero Avenue to its intersection 
with 7ist Street; thence west on 71st Street 
and its extension to a point where 71st Street 
intersects with Harlem Avenue; thence north 
on Harlem Avenue to its intersection with 
I-55, the point of beginning. 

Iroquois County. That portion of the coun- 
ty lying east of State Highway 49. 

La Salle County. Secs. 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, 
26, 35, and 36, T. 31 N., R. 3 E.; secs. 18, 19, 
30 and 31 T. 31 N.,R.4E. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Madison County. Secs. 28, 29, 31, 32, and 
33 and that portion of sec. 30, T.3 N., R. 9 
W. lying southeast of the Illinois Central 
Railroad and that portion of sec. 25 and 36, 
T.3.N., R. 10 W. lying southeast of the Illinois 
Central Railroad. 

St. Clair County. That portion of the coun- 
ty lying north of U.S. Highway 40. 


INDIANA 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Allen County. The entire county. 
Benton County. The entire county. 
Boone County. The entire county. 
Carroll County. The entire county. 
Cass County. The entire county. 
Clinton County. The entire county. 
De Kalb County. The entire county. 
Elkhart County. The entire county. 
Fulton County. The entire county. 
Huntington County. The entire county. 
Jasper County. The entire county. 
Kosciusko County. The entire county. 
Lagrange County. The entire county. 
Lake County. The entire county. 

La Porte County. The entire county. 
Marion County. The entire county. 
Marshall County. The entire county. 
Martin County. The entire county. 
Miami County. The entire county. 
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Montgomery County. The entire county. 
Newton County. The entire county. 
Noble County. The entire county. 
Porter County. The entire county. 
Pulaski County. The entire county. 

St. Joseph County. The entire county. 
Starke County. The entire county. 
Steuben County. The entire county. 
Tippecanoe County. The entire county. 
Vanderburgh County. The entire county. 
Vigo County. The entire county. 
Wabash County. The entire county. 
Wayne County. The entire county. 

Wells County. The entire county. 

White County. The entire county. 
Whitley County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 


KENTUCKY 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Bath County. The entire county. 
Bell County. The entire county. 
Boone County. The entire county. 
Boyd County. The entire county. 
Campbell County. The entire county. 
Carter County. The entire county. 
Elliott County. The entire county. 
Floyd County. The entire county. 
Greenup County. The entire county. 
Harlan County. The entire county. 
Johnson County. The entire county. 
Kenton County. The entire county. 
Knott County. The entire county. 
Knorr County. The entire county. 
Laurel County. The entire county. 
Lawrence County. The entire county. 
Letcher County. The entire county. 
Lewis County. The entire county. 
Martin County. The entire county. 
Menifee County. The entire county. 
Perry County. The entire county. 
Pike County. The entire county. 
Rowan County. The entire county. 
Whitley County. The entire county. 
(2) Suppressive area. None. 


MAINE 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Androscoggin County. The entire county. 
Cumberland County. The entire county. 
Kennebec County. The entire county. 
Lincoln County. The entire county. 

Ozford County. The entire county. 
Sagadahoc County. The entire county. 
York County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 


MARYLAND 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 
(2) Suppressive area. None. 


MASSACHUSETTS 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 
(2) Suppressive area. None. 


MICHIGAN 


(1) General infested area. 

Barry County. Johnstown Township, secs. 
25, 26, 35, and 36. 

Calhoun County. The City of Battle Creek 
and the townships of Pennfield, Bedford, 
Battle Creek and Emmett; in Leroy Town- 
ship, secs. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 
28, 29, 32, 33; in Newton Township secs. 1, 
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 30; in Fredonia Town- 
ship, secs. 6, 7; in Marshall Township, secs. 
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33; in Convis Township, 
secs. 19, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35. 

Kalamazoo County. Ross Township, secs. 1, 
12, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 34, 35, 36; in 
Charleston Township, secs. 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 
29, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36; in Climax Township, 
secs. 1, 2, 3, 11, 12. 
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Lenawee County. Sec. 1, T. 9 S., R. 4 E.; 
secs. 25 and 36, T. 8 S., R. 4 E.; secs. 1, 2, 3, 
4, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 
35, 36, T. 8 S., R. 5 E.; secs. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 
6, T.9 S., R. 5 E. 

Monroe County. Secs. 8, 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 
33, 34, 35, and 36, T.8 S., R. 7 E.; secs. 1, 2, 3, 
4, 5, and 6, T.9 S., R. 7 E.; secs. 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 
and 36, T. 8 S., R. 6 E.; secs. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 
6,T.9S.,R.6E. . 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 


New HAMPSHIRE 


(1) Generally infested area. 
State. 


(2) Suppressive area. None. 


New JERSEY 


(1) Generally infested area. 
State. 


(2) 


entire 


Suppressive area. None. 
New York 


(1) Generally infested area. 
State. 


(2) Suppressive area. None. 


NorTH CAROLINA 


(1) Generally 
State. 


(2) 


infested area. 


Suppressive area. None. 
OHIO 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Ashland County. The entire county. 

Ashtabula County. The entire county. 

Athens County. The entire county. 

Belmont County. The entire county. 

Butler County. The townships of Fairfield, 
Hanover, Liberty, Morgan, Reily, Ross, St. 
Clair, and Union; and cities of Fairfield and 
Hamilton. 

Carroll County. The entire county. 

Clermont County. The townships of 
Goshen, Miami, and Union. 

Columbiana County. The entire county. 

Coshocton County. The entire county. 

Crawford County. The townships of Au- 
burn, Chatfield, Cranberry, Jackson, Jeffer- 
son, Liberty, Polk, Sandusky, Vernon, and 
Whetstone; and the cities of Bucyrus, Crest- 
line, and Galion. 

Cuyahoga County. The entire county. 

Erie County. The entire county. 

Fairfield County. The townships of Berne, 
Greenfield, Hocking, Liberty, Madison, Pleas- 
ant, Richland, Rush Creek, and Walnut; 
and the city of Lancaster. 

Franklin County. The townships of Blen- 
don, Clinton, Jefferson, Mifflin, Plain, Sharon, 
and Truo; and the cities of Bexley, Colum- 
bus, Grandview Heights, Marble Cliff, Reyn- 
oldsburg, Upper Arlington, Westerville, 
Whitehall, and Worthington. 

Fulton County. The townships of Amboy 
and Pulton. 

Gallia County. The entire county. 

Geauga County. The entire county. 

Guernsey County. The entire county. 

Hamilton County. The entire county. 

Harrison County. The entire county. 

Hocking County. The entire county. 

Holmes .County. The entire county. 

Huron County. The entire county. 

Jackson County. The entire county. 

Jefferson County. The entire county. 

Knoz County. The entire county. 

Lake County. The entire county. 

Lawrence County. The entire county. | 

Licking County. The entire county. 

Lorain County. The entire county. 

Lucas County. The townships of Adams, 
Harding, Monclova, Oregon, Ottawa Hills, 
Richfield, Spencer, Springfield, Swanton, Syl- 
vania, Washington, and Waterville; and the 
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cities of Maumee, Oregon, Slyvania, and 
Toledo. 

Mahoning County. The entire county. 

Marion County. The townships of Big Is- 
land, Claridon, Marion, and Tully; and the 
city of Marion. 

Medina County. The entire county. 

Meigs County. The entire county. 

Monroe County. The entire county. 

Morgan County. The entire county. 

Muskingum County. The entire county. 

Noble County. The entire county. 

Perry County. The entire county. 

Pike County. The townships of Jackson, 
Pee Pee, and Seal. 

Portage County. The entire county. 

Preble County. The township of Jefferson. 

Richland County. The entire county. 

Ross County. The townships of Franklin, 
Harrison, Huntington, Jefferson, Liberty, Pax- 
ton, Scioto, Springfield, and Twin; and the 
city of Chillicothe. 

Sandusky County. The city of Bellevue. 

Scioto County. The townships of Bloom, 
Clay, Green, Harrison, Nile, Porter, Vernon, 
and Washington; and the cities of New Bos- 
ton and Portsmouth. 

Stark County. The entire county. 

Summit County. The entire county. 

Trumbull County. The entire county. 

Tuscarawas County. The entire county. 

Vinton County. The entire county. 

Warren County. The townships of Deerfield 
and Hamilton; and the city of Loveland. 

Washington County. The entire county. 

Wayne County. The entire county. 

Wood County. The townships of Lake, 
Perrysburg, Ross, and Rossford; and the 
city of Perrysburg. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 


(2) Suppressive area. None. 
RuHove IsLaAND 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 


(2) Suppressive area. None. 


SovuTH CAROLINA 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Aiken County. The entire county. 

Cherokee County. The entire county. 

Dillon County. The entire county. 

Florence County. The entire county. 

Greenville County. The entire county. 

Horry County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at a point where 
State Secondary Highway 215 junctions with 
Bryant Road, thence extending northeast 
along said road to its intersection with 29th 
Avenue extension, thence southeast along 
said extension to its junction with the cor- 
porate limits of the city of Myrtle Beach, 
thence in a westerly direction along said 
corporate limits to its intersection with 
State Secondary Highway 215, thence north 
along said highway to the point of beginning. 

\Lerington County. The entire county. 

Marion County. The entire county. 

Marlboro County. The entire county. 

McCormick County. The entire county. 

Oconee County. The entire county. 

Pickens County. The entire county. 

Richland County. The entire county. 

Spartanburg County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 


TENNESSEE 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Johnsorm County. Civil Districts 1, 3, and 9. 
That part of Civil District 8 northeast of 
U.S. Highway 421. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Carter County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at the inter- 
section of Walnut Mountain Road and the 
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south shoreline of Watauga Lake, thence 
extending in an easterly direction along the 
shoreline of Watauga Lake to its intersec- 
tion with the Carter-Johnson county line 
and extending southeast along said line to 
the Tennessee-North Carolina State line, 
thence southwest along said State line to its 
intersection with Walnut Mountain Road, 
thence northwest along Walnut Mountain 
Road to the point of beginning. 

Johnson County. Civil Districts 2, 4, 5, 6, 
7, and 10. That part of Civil District 8, south 
and west of U.S. Highway 421. 


VERMONT 


(1) Generally infested area. The 
State. 


(2) 


entire 


Suppressive area. None. 
VIRGINIA 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 


(2) Suppressive area. None. 


WEST VIRGINIA 


(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 


(2) Suppressive area. None. 


(Secs. 8 and 9, 37 Stat. 318, sec. 106, 71 Stat. 
33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee; 29 F.R. 16210, as 
amended; 7 CFR 301.48-2) 


This supplemental regulation shall be- 
come effective upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER when it shall supersede 
P.P.C. 637, 7th Revision, 7 CFR 301.48-2a, 
effective December 31, 1966. 

The Director of the Plant Pest Control 
Division has determined that infestations 
of the Japanese beetle exist or are likely 
to exist in the civil divisions, and parts of 
civil divisions listed above, or that it is 
necessary to regulate such localities be- 
cause of their proximity to infestations 
or their inseparability for quarantine 
enforcement purposes from infested 
localities. 

The Director has further determined 
that each of the quarantined States, 
wherein only portions of the State have 
been designated as regulated areas, is en- 
forcing a quarantine or regulation with 
restrictions on intrastate movement of 
the regulated articles substantially the 
same as the restrictions on interstate 
movement of such articles imposed by 
the quarantine and regulations in this 
subpart, and that designation of less than 
the entire State as a regulated area will 
otherwise be adequate to prevent the in- 
terstate spread of the Japanese beetle. 
Therefore, such civil divisions, and parts 
of civil divisions listed above, are desig- 
nated as Japanese beetle regulated areas. 

The purpose of this revision is to add 
parts of the following counties in the 
previously nonquarantined States: Coles, 
Cook, Iroquois, La Salle, Madison, and 
St. Clair Counties in Illinois; Barry, 
Calhoun, Kalamazoo, Lenawee, and 
Monroe Counties in Michigan; Carter 
and Johnson Counties in Tennessee. 

This revision also adds to the regu- 
lated areas in the quarantined States 
parts of the following previously nonreg- 
ulated counties: Franklin, Pickens, and 
Towns in Georgia; Horry in South Caro- 
lina; and Sandusky in Ohio; and the 
entire previously nonregulated counties 
of Erie and Huron in Ohio. It also ex- 
tends the regulated areas in nine coun- 
ties in Georgia, and five counties in Ohio. 
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This document imposes restrictions 
that are necessary in order to prevent 
the dissemination of Japanese beetles 
and should be made effective promptly to 
accomplish its purposes in the public 
interest. Accordingly, it is found upon 
good cause under the administrative 
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, that 
notice and other public procedure with 
respect to the foregoing regulation are 
inapracticable and contrary to the public 
interest, and good cause is found for 
making it effective less than 30 days 
after publication in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER. 


Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 16th 
day of August 1968. 


[szaL] D. R. SHEPHERD, 
Director, 
Plant Pest Control Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10122; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 


Subpart—Japanese Beetle 
EXEMPTION 


Under the authority of § 301.48-2 of 
the Japanese Beetle Quarantine regula- 
tions (7 CFR 301.48-2, as amended, 33 
F.R. 11888), a supplemental regulation 
exempting certain articles from specified 
requirements of the regulations is hereby 
issued to appear in 7 CFR 301.48-2b as 
set forth below. The Director of the Plant 
Pest Control Division has found that 
facts exist as to the pest risk involved in 
the movement of such articles which 
make it safe to relieve the requirements 
as provided therein. 


§ 301.48-2b Exempted articles. 


(a) The following articles are exempt * 
from the certification and permit re- 
quirements of this subpart if they meet 
the applicable conditions prescribed in 
subparagraphs (1) through (3) of this 
paragraph and have not been exposed to 
infestation after cleaning or other han- 
dling as prescribed in said subpara- 
graphs: 

(1) Compost, decomposed manure, 
humus, and peat, if dehydrated, ground, 
pulverized or compressed. 

(2) True bulbs, corms, rhizomes, and 
tubers (other than clumps of dahlia 
tubers) of ornamental plants, if free of 
soil. 

(3) Used mechanized  soil-moving 
equipment, if cleaned and repainted. 

(b) The following articles are exempt 
from the _ certification and permit 
requirements of this subpart under the 


applicable conditions prescribed in 
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this 
paragraph. 


(1) Soil samples of any size if col- 
lected, and shipped to any U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers soil laboratory, lo- 
cated within the conterminous United 
States, in accordance with a compliance 


1 The articles hereby exempted remain sub- 
ject to applicable restrictions under other 
quarantines. 











agreement with the shipper pertaining 
to such consignments. 

(2) Soil samples of one pound or less 
which are packaged so that no soil will 
be spilled in transit, and are consigned 
to a laboratory approved by the Director 
for such purpose; provided, that soil 
samples originating in areas under Fed- 
eral or State regulations because of in- 
festation with soybean cyst nematode, 
golden nematode, or witchweed are not 
exempted; and provided further, that 
soil samples originating in areas under 
such regulation because of the bur- 
rowing nematode may not be shipped 
into the States of Arizona, California, 
Louisiana,.~or Texas. One pound sam- 
ples meeting the requirements set forth 
above may be assembled in a single 
package for shipping purposes.” 

(Secs. 8, 9, 37 Stat. 318, as amended, sec. 106, 
71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee; 29 F.R. 
16210, as amended; 7 CFR 301.48-2) 


This list of exempted articles shall be- 
come effective upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER when it shall supersede 
the list of exempted articles in 7 CFR 
301.48a (PPC 533, 5th Revision) which 
became effective March 15, 1966. 


The principal purpose of this document 
is to add used mechanized soil-moving 
equipment if cleaned and repainted to 
the list of exempted articles, and to 
delete from said list plants if growing 
exclusively in Osmunda fiber or chipped 
or shredded bark; soil-free moss, and 
Lycopodium (clubmoss, ground-pine or 
running pine); soil-free aquatic plants; 
soil-free rooted cuttings, which, at the 
time of shipment, had not developed a 
root system sufficient to conceal larvae 
of the Japanese beetle. Soil-free aquatic 
plants, moss, and Lycopodium are no 
longer regulated articles. Plants, if grow- 
ing exclusively in Osmunda fiber or chip- 
ped or shredded bark, and the soil-free 
rooted cuttings are no longer exempt 
since the destination inspector cannot 
determine the status of the articles by in- 
spection. The document also makes non- 
substantive changes in the listing of pre- 
viously exempted articles. 

This document relieves certain restric- 
tions which are not deemed necessary to 
prevent the interstate spread of the Jap- 
anese beetle and imposes other restric- 
tions which are deemed necessary for this 
purpose. It should be made effective 
promptly in order to be of maximum 
benefit to persons subject to the restric- 
tions being relieved and to protect the 
noninfested States from Japanese beetle. 
Therefore, under the administrative pro- 
cedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 


* Any laboratory is eligible for approval by 
the Director for purposes of this paragraph 
if it is operated under a compliance agree- 
ment as defined in § 301.48-1(b). A notice 
listing approved laboratories will be pub- 
lished periodically in the Freprrat REGISTER. 
Copies of the current list may also be ob- 
tained from the Director, Plant Pest Con- 
trol Division, Agricultural Research Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Hyattsville, 
Md. 20782, or from an inspector. 
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this document.are impracticable and un- 
necessary and good cause is found for 
making it effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the PepErRAL REGISTER. 


Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 16th day 
of August 1968. 


[SEAL] D. R. SHEPHERD, 


Director, 
Plant Pest Control Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10121; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 


Subpart—Imported Fire Ant 
REGULATED AREAS 


Under the authority of § 301.81-2 of the 
Imported Fire Ant Quarantine regula- 
tions, 7 CFR 301.81-2, as amended, 33 
F.R. 9750, the supplemental regulation 
appearing as 7 CFR 301.81-2a designat- 
ing regulated areas is hereby revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 301.81-2a Regulated areas; suppres- 
sive and generally infested areas. 


The civil divisions, and parts of civil 
divisions, described below, are designated 
as imported fire ant regulated areas 
within the meaning of the provisions of 
this subpart; and such regulated areas 
are hereby divided into generally infested 
areas or suppressive areas as indicated 


below: 
ALABAMA 


(1) Generally infested areas. 
Autauga County. The entire county. 
Baldwin County. The entire county. 
Barbour County. The entire county. 
Bibb County. The entire county. 
Blount County. That portion of the county 
lying south of the north line of T. 12 S.; and 
those portions of Tps. 10 and 11 S., Rs. 1 
and 2 W. lying in the county. 
Bullock County. The entire county. 
Butler County. The entire county. 
Calhoun County. The entire county. 
Chambers County. The entire county. 
Chilton County. The entire county. 
Choctaw County. The entire county. 
Clarke County. The entire county. 
Clay County. The entire county. 
Coffee County. The entire county. 
Conecuh County. The entire county. 
Coosa County. The entire county. 
Covington County. The entire county. 
Crenshaw County. The entire county. 
Dale County. The entire county. 
Dallas County. The entire county. 
Elmore County. The entire county. 
Escambia County. The entire county. 
Fayette County. The entire county. 
Geneva County. The entire county. 
Greene County. The entire county. 
Hale County. The entire county. 
Henry County. The entire county. 
Houston County. The entire county. 
Jefferson County. The entire county. 
Lamar County. The entire county. 
Lee County. The entire eounty. 
Lowndes County. The entire county. 
Macon County. The entire county. 
Marengo County. The entire county. 
Marion County. The entire county. 
Mobile County. The entire county. 
Monroe County. The entire county. 
Montgomery County. The entire county. 
Perry County. The entire county. 
Pickens County. The entire county. 
Pike County. The entire county. 
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Russell County. The entire county. 
St. Clair County. The entire county. 

Shelby County. The entire county. 

Sumter County. The entire county. 

Talladega County. The entire county. 

Tallapoosa County. The entire county. 

Tuscaloosa County. The entire county. 

Walker County. The entire county. 

Washington County. The entire county. 

Wilcor County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive areas. 

Cleburne County. That portion of the 
county lying south of the north line of T. 16 
S. and west of the east line of R. 10 E. 

Cullman County. The entire county. 

Etowah County. S'%4, T.11S.,R.5E.; T. 12 
S., R. 5 E.; that portion of T. 13 S., R. 5 E. 
lying in the county; and that portion of the 
county lying east of the west line of R. 6 E. 

Limestone County. 8%, T.3S., R.4W.; T. 
45S.,R.4W.; allof T.5S., R. 4 W., lying north 
of the Tennessee River; SE4%,T.3S.,R.5 W.; 
and that part of the E%, T.4S., R. 5 W., lying 
north of the Tennessee River. 

Morgan County. N44, T. 6 S., Rs. 4 and 5 
W.; and those portions of T. 5 S., Rs. 4 and 
5 W., and T. 4S., R. 5 W., lying south of the 
Tennessee River. 

Randoiph County. T. 18 S., R. 10 E.; T. 20 
S., R. 12 E.; that portion of the county lying 
in T. 20 S., R. 13 E.; and that portion of the 
county lying south of the north line of T. 
21 S. 

ARKANSAS 


(1) Generally infested areas. None. 

(2) Suppressive areas. 

Ashley County. Those portions of Tps. 18 
and 19 S., Rs. 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 W., lying in 
Ashley County. 

Union County. The entire county. 


PLORIDA 


(1) Generally infested areas. 
® Baker County. That portion of the county 
lying south of the north line of T. 2 S. 

Bay County. The entire county. 

Bradford County. That part of the county 
north of State Road 16 and east of the west 
boundary line of R. 22 E., except the city 
of Starke. 

Calhoun County. The entire county. 

Clay County. That portion of the county 
lying north of the south line of T. 6 S. 

Columbia County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at the 
intersection of US. Highway 441 and the 
north line of T. 3 S., and extending east along 
the north boundary line of T. 3 S. to the 
Columbia-Baker County line, thence south 
along said county line to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 90, thence west along U.S. High- 
way 90 to its intersection with U.S. Highway 
441, thence north along US. Highway 441 to 
the point of beginning, except that area with- 
in the corporate limits of the town of Lake 
City. 

Duval County. The entire county. 

Escambia County. The entire county. 

Franklin County. The entire county. 

Gadsden County. The entire county. 

Gulf County. The entire county. 

Hamilton County. That portion of the 
county lying west of State Highway 100, 
except the cities of White Springs and Jasper. 

Hernando County. The entire county. 

Hillsborough County. The entire county. 

Holmes County. The entire county. 

Jackson County. The entire county. 

Jefferson County. The entire county. 

Lake County. That portion of the county 
lying south of State Highway 50, except the 
cities of Mascotte, Groveland, and Clermont. 

Leon County. The entire county. 

Liberty County. The entire county. 

Madison County. That portion of the 


county lying west of the east boundary line 
of R. 8 E. 
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Nassau County. That portion of the county 
beginning at the junction of the St. Marys 
River and the north boundary line of T. 2 N., 
thence extending east along said line to its 
junction with the west boundary line of 
R. 25 E., thence north along said line to its 
junction with the St. Marys River, thence 
southeast along said river to its junction 
with State Road 5, thence south along said 
road to its junction with the Nassau-Duval 
County line, thence southwest along said line 
to its junction with the Nassau-Baker 
County line, thence north along said line to 
its junction with the St. Marys River, thence 
north along said river to the point of 
beginning. 

Okaloosa County. The entire county. 

Pasco County. The entire county. 

Pinellas County. The entire county. 

Polk County. That portion of the county 
lying west of the east line of R. 25 E. 

St. Johns County. That portion of the 
county lying north of the south boundary 
line of T. 6S. 

Santa Rosa County. The entire county. 

Sumter County. That portion of the county 
lying south of the north boundary line of 
T. 20S. 

Suwannee County. That portion of the 
county lying within an area bounded by a line 
beginning at the intersection of State Road 
249 and the Suwannee River; and extending 
eastward along the Suwannee River to the 
intersection of the Suwannee River with the 
Suwannee-Columbia County line; and ex- 
tending south along the Suwannee-Columbia 
County line to its intersection with State 
Road 136; thence westward along State Road 
136 to its intersection with northeast section 
line of sec. 19, T. 2 S., R. 14 E.; thence south- 
ward along the east section line of secs. 19, 
30, and 31, T.2S., R. 14 E.; thence westward 
along the south section line of sec. 31, T.25., 
R. 14 E. and secs. 36, 35, 34, and 33, T. 2 S.. 
R. 13 E.; thence north along the western sec- 
tion lines of secs. 33, 28, 21, 16, 9, and 4, 
T.2S., R. 13 E. and sec. 33, T. 1 S., R. 13 E. 
to its intersection with State Road 249; 
thence northwestward along State Road 249 
to the point of beginning. 


Taylor County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at the 
point where the west boundary line of 
R. 5 E. intersects the Aucilla River and 
extending northeastward along said river 
to the Madison-Taylor County line, thence 
east along the Madison-Taylor County line 
to State Road 55, thence south along said 
road to the northern boundary of the city 
limits of Perry, thence west and south along 
said limits to State Road 30, thence south- 
westward and northwestward along State 
Road 30 to the west boundary line of R. 5 E., 
thence north along the west boundary line 
of R. 5 E. to the point of beginning. 

Union County. That portion of T. 4 5S., Rs. 
21 and 22 E. lying in Union County. 

Wakulla County. The entire county. 

Walton County. The entire county. 

Washington County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive areas. 

Alachua County. Secs. 2, 3, 10, and 11, T. 
10 S., R. 20 E. 

Brevard County. That portion of the 
county lying within an area 4 miles wide 
with Interstate Highway 95 as centerline be- 
ginning at the intersection of Interstate 
Highway 95 and State Road 46 and extend- 
ing southward to the south section lines of 
secs. 13, 14, 15, and 16, T. 27 S., R. 36 E. 

Charlotte County. That portion of the 
county lying north of the Myakka and Peace 
Rivers. 

Citrus County. T. 17 S., Rs. 15 and 16 E. 
lying in Citrus County and T. 19 S., R. 17 E. 

De Soto County. The entire county. 

Dizie County. That portion of the county 
beginning at the junction of sec. 7, T.95S., R. 
11 E., and State Road 358, thence extending 
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east and southeast along said road to its 
junction with State Road 55, thence south- 
east along said road to its junction with thé 
south boundary line of T. 9 S., thence west 
along said line to its junction with the west 
boundary line of R. 11 E., thence north 
along said line to the point of beginning. 

Hardee County. The entire county. 

Highlands County. That portion of the 
county beginning at the point where US. 
Highway 27 intersects the Highlands-Polk 
County line, thence extending southeast 
along U.S. Highway 27 to its junction with 
State Highway 634, thence westward along 
State Highway 634 to the Highlands Ham- 
mock State Park, thence due west along the 
southern boundary lines of secs. 33, 32, 31, T. 
34 S., R. 28 E., to the Highlands-Hardee 
County line, thence north along the High- 
lands-Hardee County line to the Highlands- 
Polk County line, thence east along the High- 
lands-Polk County line to the point of 
beginning. 

Lake County. That portion of the county 
beginning at a point where State Highway 
44A intersects State Highway 437; thence 
extending east along Highway 44A to the 
junction of State Highway 44; thence north- 
east along Highway 44 to the St. Johns River; 
thence south along the east boundary line 
of Lake County to the Orange County line; 
thence west along the Lake-Orange County 
line to the west boundary line of section 35, 
T. 19 S., R. 27 E.; thence north along the 
west boundary line of section 35, T. 19 S., R. 
27 E. to the junction of State Highway 46; 
thence east along Highway 46 to the junction 
of State Highway 437; thence north along 
Highway 4387 to the point of beginning. An 
area 1 mile wide on each side of the Sunshine 
State Parkway beginning at its intersection 
with State Highway 19 and extending south- 
eastward to the Orange County line; secs. 
13, 14, 23, 24, 25,.26, 35, and 36, T. 20 S., R. 
26 E.; and secs. 1, 2, 11, and 12, T. 21 S., R. 
26 E. 

Manatee County. The entire county. 

Marion County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at the junction 
of State Road 316 and State Road 225 and 
extending eastward along State Road 316 to 
its intersection with State Road 25A; thence 
south along State Road 25A to its intersec- 
tion wih State Road 329; thence eastward 
along State Road 329 to its intersection with 
State Road 200A; thence south along State 
Road 200A to the south boundary line of sec. 
16, T. 14 S., R. 22 E.; thence westward along 
the south section line of secs. 16, 17 and 18, 
T. 14 S., R. 22 E. and secs. 13, 14 and 15, T. 
14 S., R. 21 E. to its intersection with Inter- 
state Highway 75; thence northwestward 
along Interstate Highway 75 to its junction 
with State Road 225A; thence west and north 
along State Road 225A to its junction with 
State Road 329; thence northwestward along 
State Road 329 to its intersection with State 
Road 225; thence north along State Road 225 
to the point of beginning. 

Orange County. The entire county. 

Osceola County. T. 25 S., Rs. 27 E. and 28 
E.; and W2/3 T. 25 S., R. 29 E. 

Polk County. That portion of the county 
lying east of the west line of R. 26 E. 

Sarasota County. The entire county. 

Seminole County. The entire county. 

Sumter County. That portion of the 
county lying north of the south line of 
T. 19 S. 

Volusia County. That portion of the county 
beginning at the junction of the north 
boundary line of sec. 19, T. 18 S., R. 30 E. 
and the St. Johns River; thence extending 
east along the north boundary line of secs. 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 of T. 18 S., R. 30 E., 
to the junction of the eastern right-of-way 
of Interstate Highway 4; thence north along 
said right-of-way to the junction of the 
north boundary line of T. 18 S.; thence east 


along said boundary line to the junction of 
the east boundary line of R. 32 E.; thence 
south along said range line to the junction of 
the St. Johns River; thence west and north 
along said river to the point of beginning. 
Secs. 23, 24, 25, 26, 35, and 36, T. 16 S., R 
30 E.; E1/3 T. 17 S., R. 30 E.; 8% T. 16 S., 
R. 31 E.; and T. 17 S., R. 31 E. 


GEORGIA 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Baker County. The entire county. 

Ben Hill County. The entire county. 

Calhoun County. The entire county. 

Chattahoochee County. The entire county. 

Clay County. The entire county. 

Colquitt County. The entire county. 

Crawford County. The entire county. 

Crisp County. The entire county. 

Decatur County. The entire county. 

Dooly County. The entire county. 

Dougherty County. The entire county. 

Early County. The entire county. 

Grady County. The entire county. 

Harris County. The entire county. 

Heard County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 761, 
939, 702, 788, 938, 693, and 792. 

Houston County. The entire county. 

Irwin County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 1643, 
1388, 1661, 901, 1662, 1670, 1529, and 1421. 

Lee County. The entire county. 

Macon County. The entire county. 

Marion County. The entire county. 

Meriwether County. The entire county. 

Miller County. The entire county. 

Mitchell County. The entire county. 

Muscogee County. The entire county. 

Peach County. The entire county. 

Pulaski County. The entire county. 

Quitman County. The entire county. 

Randolph County. The entire county. 

Schley County. The entire county. 

Stewart County. The entire county. 

Sumter County. The entire county, except 
Georgia Militia Districts 884 and 759. 

Talbot County. The entire county. 

Taylor County. The entire county. 

Terrell County. The entire county. 

Thomas County. The entire county. 

Troup County. The entire county. 

Turner County. The entire county. 

Upson County. The entire county. 

Webster County. That portion of the county 
lyjng within Preston Georgia Militia District 
978 and Slaughter Creek Georgia Militia Dis- 
trict 1105. 

Wilcozr County. The entire county. 

Worth County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive areas. s 

Baldwin County. That portion of the coun- 
ty lying west of Oconee River. 

Bibb County. The entire county. 

Bleckley County. The entire county. 


Brantley County. That portion of the 
county lying west of U.S. Highway 301 and 
that portion of Hickcox GMD 1768 lying 
east of U.S. Highway 301. 


Brooks County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 790, 
660, 1198, 1230, 1402, 1571, 1199, and 1712. 

Bryan County. The entire county. 


Bullock County. That portion of the county 
lying within Georgia Militia Districts 1803, 
1340, 47, and 1523. 

Butts County. That portion of the county 
lying within Buttrill Georgia Militia District 
615, Jackson Georgia Militia District 612, 
Towaliga Georgia Militia District 610, and 
Goodys Georgia Militia District 613. 

Chatham County. The entire county. 

Clayton County. The entire county. 

Coffee County. The entire county. 

Cook County. The entire county. 

De Kalb County. The entire county. 

Dodge County. The entire county. 

Effingham County. The entire county. 
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Evans County. That portion of the county 
lying within Daisy Georgia Militia District 
401 


Fayette County. The entire county, except 
Georgia Militia District 624. 

Fulton County. That portion of the county 
lying in the corporate limits of Hapeville, 
College Park, East Point, and Atlanta; that 
portion of the county lying north of the 
corporate limits of Atlanta to the Chattahoo- 
chee River; and that portion of the county 
lying within Georgta Militia Districts 1204, 
1725, 499, 479, and 1762. 

Gwinnett County. That portion of the 
county lying south and west of Georgia 
Highway 120 and Georgia Highway 124, in- 
cluding all of the area in the corporate 
limits of Snellville, Lawrenceville, and 
Duluth. 

Henry County. The entire county. 

Jeff Davis County. The entire county. 

Jones County. The entire county. 

Lamar County. The entire county. 

Laurens County. The entire county. 

Liberty County. The entire county. 

Lowndes County. That portion of the 
county lying within Georgia Militia Districts 
1267, 1246, and 663. 

Monroe County. That portion of the county 
lying in Georgia Militia Districts 473, 618, 523, 
632, 554, and 474. 

Pierce County. The entire county. 

Pike County. The entire county. 

Richmond County. That portion of the 
county lying north of Butler Creek. 

Rockdale County. That portion of the 
county lying south of Interstate Highway 
20, including the corporate limits of Conyers. 

Seminole County. The entire county. 

Spalding County. The entire county except 
Georgia Militia District 490. 

Telfair County. The entire county. 

Tift County. The entire county. 

Twiggs County. The entire county. 

Ware County. That portion of the county 
lying within Haywood Georgia Militia Dis- 
trict 1030, James-Town Georgia Militia Dis- 
trict 1372, Waresboro Georgia Militia District 
451, Waycross Georgia Militia District 1231, 
Braganzia Georgia Militia District 1404, and 
Beach Georgia Militia District 1669. 

Wheeler County. The entire county. 

Wilkinson County. That portion of the 
county lying west of State Highway 29, in- 
cluding the city of McIntyre and Irwinton. 


LOUISIANA 


(1) Generally infested areas. 
Acadia Parish. The entire parish. 
Allen Parish. The entire parish. 
Ascension Parish. The entire parish. 
Assumption Parish. The entire parish. 
Avoyelles Parish. The entire parish. 
Beauregard Parish. The entire parish. 
Calcasieu Parish. The entire parish. 
Caldwell Parish. The entire parish. 
Cameron Parish. The entire parish. 
Catahoula Parish. The entire parish. 
Concordia Parish. The entire parish. 
East Baton Rouge Parish. The entire parish. 
East Feliciana Parish. The entire parish. 
Evangeline Parish. The entire parish. 
Franklin Parish. The entire parish. 

Iberia Parish. The entire parish. 

Iberville Parish. The entire parish. 
Jefferson Parish. The entire parish. 
Jefferson Davis Parish. The entire parish. 
Lafayette Parish. The entire parish. 
Lafourche Parish. The entire parish. 

La Salle Parish. The entire parish. 
Livingston Parish. The entire parish. 
Orleans Parish. The entire parish. 
Plaquemines Parish. The entire parish. 
Pointe Coupee Parish. The entire parish, 
Rapides Parish. The entire parish. 

St. Bernard Parish. The entire parish. 
St. Charles Parish. The entire parish. 

St. Helena Parish. The entire parish. 
St. James Parish. The entire parish 
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St. John the Baptist Parish. The entire 
parish. 

St. Landry Parish. The entire parish. 

St. Martin Parish. The entire parish. 

St. Mary Parish. The entire parish. 

St. Tammany Parish. The entire parish. 

Tangipahoa Parish. The entire parish. 

Tensas Parish. The entire parish. 

Terrebonne Parish. The entire parish. 

Vermilion Parish. The entire parish. 

Washington Parish. The entire parish. 

West Baton Rouge Parish. The entire 
parish. 

West Feliciana Parish. The entire parish. 

(2) Suppressive areas. 

Bienville Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying west of the east line of R. 9 W., and that 
portion of the parish lying in T. 18 N. west 
of the east line of R. 7 W. 

Bossier Parish. The entire parish. 

Caddo Parish. The entire parish. 

De Soto Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying north of the south line of T. 14 N., and 
east of the west line of R. 15 W. 

East Carroll Parish. The entire parish. 

Grant Parish. The entire parish. 

Jackson Parish. The entire parish. 

Lincoln Parish. The entire parish. 

Madison Parish, The entire parish. 

Morehouse Parish. The entire parish. 

Natchitoches Parish. That portion of the 
parish lying south of the south line of T. 
10 N. and east of the east line of R. 7 W. 
All of that portion of the parish within R. 
6 W., R. 7 W., and R. 8 W. in T. 10 N. and 
%. 3 BF. 

Ouachita Parish. The entire parish. 

Red River Parish. That portion of the par- 
ish lying west of the east line of R. 10 W. 

Richland Parish. The entire parish. 

Sabine Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying south of the north line of T. 4 N., and 
west of the east line of R. 12 W., and that 
portion of the parish lying south of the 
south line of T. 7 N. and west of the west line 
of R. 12 W. 

Union Parish. The entire parish. 

Vernon Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying south of the north line of T. 2 N. and 
all of T. 3 N. lying west of the east line of 
R. 11 W. 

Webster Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying south of the north line of T. 19 N. 

West Carroll Parish. The entire parish. 

Winn Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying east of the west line of R. 2 W. 


MISSISSIPPI 


(1) Generally infested areas. 

Adams County. The entire county. 
Amite County. The entire county. 
Choctaw County. The entire county. 
Claiborne County. The entire county. 
Clarke County. The entire county. 
Clay County. The entire county. 
Copiah County. The entire county. 
Covington County. The entire county. 
Forrest County. The entire county. 
Franklin County. The entire county. 
George County. The entire county. 
Greene County. The entire county. 
Hancock County. The entire county. 
Harrison County. The entire county. 
Hinds County. The entire county. 
Jackson County. The entire county. 
Jasper County. The entire county. 
Jefferson County. The entire county. 
Jefferson Davis County. The entire county. 
Jones County. The entire county. 
Kemper County. The entire county. 
Lamar County. The entire county. 
Lauderdale County. The entire county. 
Lawrence County. The entire county. 
Leake County. The entire county. 
Lincoin County. The entire county. 
Lowndes County. The entire county. 
Madison County. The entire county. 
Marion County. The entire county. 
Neshoba County. The entire county. 
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Newton County. The entire county. 
Noxubee County. The entire county. 
Oktibbeha County. The entire county. 
Pearl River County. The entire county. 
Perry County. The entire county. 
Pike County. The entire county. 
Rankin County. The entire county. 
Scott County. The entire county. 
Simpson County. The entire county. 
Smith County. The entire county. 
Stone County. The entire county. 
Walthall County. The entire county. 
Wayne County. The entire county. 
Webster County. The entire county. 
Wilkinson County. The entire county. 
Winston County. The entire county. 
(2) Suppressive areas. 
Attala County. The entire county. 
Calhoun County. The entire county. 
Chickasaw County. The entire county. 
Grenada County. NE% T. 22 N., R. 7 E.; 
SEY, T. 23 N.,R. 7 E. 
Issaquena County. The entire county. 
Itawamba County. The entire county. 
Lee County. The entire county. 
Monroe County. The ertire county. 
Pontotoc County. The entire county. 
Sharkey County. The entire county. 
Union County. T. 78., and N% T.8S., R. 
4 E.; those portions of Tps. 7 and 8 S., R. 
5 £. lying in the county. 
Warren County. The entire county. 
Washington County. The entire county. 
Yazoo County. The entire county. . 


SouTH CAROLINA 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Berkeley County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at the 
intersection of U.S. Interstate Highway 26 
and State Primary Highway 27, thence ex- 
tending north along said highway to its 
junction with State Secondary Highway 135, 
thence northeast along said highway to its 
junction with State Primary Highway 6, 
thence southeast along said highway to its 
junction with Alternate U.S. Highway 17 in 
Moncks Corner, thence northeast along said 
highway to its intersection with the Santee 
River, thence southeast along said river to 
the Berkeley-Charleston County line, thence 
in a southwesterly and northwesterly direc- 
tion along said county line to the Berkeley- 
Dorchester County line, thence northwest 
along said county dime to the point of 
beginning. 

Charleston County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at a 
point where U.S. Highway 78 intersects the 
Charleston-Dorchester County line and ex- 
tending northeast along said county line to 
its junction with the Charleston and 
Berkeley County line, thence south and east 
along said county line to its junction with 
Cooper River, thence in a southerly direc- 
tion along said river to its junction with the 
Wando River and the Berkeley-Charleston 
County line, thence northeast along the 
Berkeley-Charileston County line to its junc- 
tion with the South Santee River, thence 
southeast along said river to its intersec- 
tion with U.S. Highway 17, thence in a 
westerly direction along said highway to its 
intersection with State Primary Highway 
171, thence south along said highway to its 
junction with State Primary Highway 700, 
thence west along said highway to its inter- 
section with State Secondary Highway 20, 
thence northwest and north along said high- 
way to its intersection with U.S. Highway 17, 
thence west along said highway to its inter- 
section with the Edisto River, thence north 
along said river to the Charleston-Dorchester 
County line, thence along said amy line 
to the point of beginning. 

Dorchester County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at a 
point where the Edisto River junctions with 


the Dorchester-Charleston County line, 
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thence extending north along said river to 
its intersection with State Primary Highway 
61, thence southeast along said highway to 
its intersection with U.S. Alternate High- 
way 17, thence east along said highway to 
its junction with State Primary Highway 
642, thence east along said highway to its 
intersection with State Primary Highway 
165, thence northeast along said highway 
to its intersection with the southern bound- 
ary of the corporate limits of Summerville, 
thence northeast along said corporate limits 
to its intersection with the Charleston-Dor- 
chester County line, thence in a southeast- 
erly, southerly and westerly direction along 
said county line to the point of beginning. 

Horry County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at a point where 
U.S. Highway 17 intersects the Intracoastal 
Waterway, thence extending southwest along 
said waterway to its junction with the 
Horry-Georgetown County line at Bull Creek, 
thence north along the county line to its in- 
tersection with U.S. Highway 701, thence 
northeast along said highway to its junction 
with State Secondary Highway 237, thence 
northwest along said highway to its junction 
with State Secondary Highway 24, thence 
north along said highway to its junction with 
State Secondary Highway 97, thence east 
along said highway to its junction with State 
Secondary Highway 139, thence southeast 
along said highway to its junction with State 
Secondary Highway 66, thence north along 
said highway to its intersection with State 
Primary Highway 9, thence east and south- 
east along said highway to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 17, thence southeast along said 
highway to the point of beginning. 

Orangeburg County. That portion of the 
county bounded by a line beginning at a 
point where U.S. Highway 21 intersects the 
Orangeburg-Calhoun County line, and ex- 
tending in a southeasterly direction along 
said county line to its intersection with 
Four Hole Swamp, thence southeast along 
said swamp to its intersection with US. 
Highway 301, thence east along U.S. High- 
way 301 to its intersection with. U.S. High- 
way 176, thence in a southeasterly direction 
along U.S. Highway 176 to its intersection 
with State Primary Highway 121, thence in 
a southwesterly direction along said high- 
way to its intersection with Interstate High- 
way 26, thence southeast along said highway 
to its intersection with the Orangeburg-Dor- 
chester County line, thence southwest along 
said county line to its intersection with the 
Edisto River, thence northwest along said 
river and South Fork Edisto River to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 601, thence 
northeast along said highway to its inter- 
section with State Secondary Highway 376, 
thence northwest along said highway to its 
junction with State Secondary Highway 74, 
thence in a northeasterly direction along 
said highway to its junction with U.S. High- 
way 178, thence in a southeasterly direction 
along said highway to its junction with State 
Secondary Highway 61, thence in a north- 
erly direction along said highway to its 
junction with the Calhoun-Orangeburg 
County line, thence along said county line 
to the point of beginning. 

(2) Suppressive areas. 

Jasper County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at a point 
where the Savannah River junctions with 
the Jasper-Hampton County line, thence 
extending northeast along said county line 
to its intersection with the Southern Rail- 
Way, thence south along said railway to its 
junction with State Primary Highway 336, 
thence east along said highway to its junc- 
tion with State Secondary Highway 110, 
thence southeast along said highway to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 17, thence south- 
west along said highway to its junction with 
State Secondary Highway 141, thence north- 
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east along said highway to its intersection 
with New River, thence south along said 
river to the Atlantic Ocean, thence south- 
west to a point where the Savannah River 
enters the Atlantic Ocean, thence northwest 
along said river to the point of beginning. 


‘TEXAS 


(1) Generally infested areas. 

Angelina County. The entire county. 

Austin County. The entire county. 

Berar County. The entire county. 

Brazoria County. The entire county. 

Chambers County. The entire county. 

Colorado County. The entire county. 

Dallas County. The entire county. 

Denton County. The entire county. 

Fort Bend County. The entire county. 

Galveston County. The entire county. 

Gregg County. The entire county. 

Grimes County. The entire county. 

Hardin County. The entire county. 

Harris County. The entire county. 

Jasper County. The entire county. 

Jefferson County. The entire county. 

Liberty County. The entire county. 

Montgomery County. The entire county. 

Nacogdoches County. The entire county. 

Newton County. The entire county. 

Orange County. The entire county. 

Polk County. The entire county. 

Sabine County. The entire county. 

San Augustine County. The entire county. 

San Jacinto County. The entire county. 

Tarrant County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at a point where 
Texas State Highway 114 intersects the 
Denton-Tarrant County line, and extending 
east along said county line to the Tarrant- 
Dallas County line, thence south along said 
county line to its intersection with Harwood- 
Dallas County line road, thence westerly 
along said road to its junction with 
Arlington-Webb-Britton Road, then south 
along said road to its junction with Poly- 
Webb Road, thence westerly along said road 
to its junction with Texas Farm Road 157, 
thence northerly and easterly along said road 
to its intersection with Texas State Highway 
114, thence northwesterly along said highway 
to the point of beginning including the 
entire cities of Grand Prairie, Arlington, and 
Grapevine but excluding the cities of Euless, 
Bedford, Colleyville, Southlake, and Westlake. 

Tyler County. The entire county. 

Waller County. The entire county. 

Wharton County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive areas. None. 


(Sec. 9, 37 Stat. 318, sec. 106, 71 Stat. 33, 7 
U.S.C. 162, 150ee. Interprets or applies sec. 
8, 37 Stat. 318, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 161. 29 
FR. 16210, as amended; 7 CFR 301.81-2) 


This supplemental regulation shall be- 
come effective upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER when it shall super- 
a 7 CFR 301.81-2a, effective July 6, 

The Director of the Plant Pest Control 
Division has determined that infestations 
of the imported fire ant exist or are likely 


to exist in the civil divisions, and parts - 


of civil divisions listed above, or that 
it is necessary to regulate such areas be- 
cause of their proximity to imported fire 
ant infestations or their inseparability 
for quarantine enforcement purposes 
from imported fire ant infested localities. 
The Director has further determined that 
each of the quarantined States is enforc- 
ing a quarantine or regulation with re- 
strictions on intrastate movement of the 
regulated articles substantially the same 
as the restrictions on interstate move- 
ment of such articles imposed by the 


quarantine and regulations in this sub- 


part, and that designation of less than 
the entire State as a regulated area will 
otherwise be adequate to prevent the in- 
terstate spread of the imported fire ant. 
Accordingly, such civil divisions and 
parts of civil divisions listed above, are 
designated as imported fire ant regulated 
areas. 

This revision adds to the regulated 
areas all or parts of the following previ- 
ously nonregulated counties: Taylor 
County in Florida; Cook, Heard, and 
Lowndes Counties in Georgia. It also ex- 
tends the regulated areas in 30 previously 
regulated counties. Eight counties are 
being changed from generally infested to 
suppressive status, and seven counties are 
being changed from suppressive to gen- 
erally infested. 

This document imposes restrictions 
that are necessary in order to prevent the 
dissemination of the imported fire ant, 
and should be made effective promptly to 
accomplish its purpose in the public in- 
terest. Accordingly, it is found upon good 
cause under the administrative procedure 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the foregoing regulations-are impractica- 
ble and contrary to the public interest, 
and good cause is found for making it 
effective less than 30 days after publica- 
tion in the FepERAL REGISTER. 


Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 19th day 
of August 1968. 


[SEAL] D. R. SHEPHERD, 
Director, 
Plant Pest Control Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10141; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


. [Valencia Orange Reg. 253] 


PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG- 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Handling 


§ — Valencia Orange Regulation 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valen- 
cia oranges grown in Arizona and desig- 
nated part of California, effective under 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul- 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and 
upon the basis of the recommendations 
and information submitted by the Valen- 
cia Orange Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar- 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de- 


clared policy of the act by tending to 
establish and maintain such orderly 
marketing conditions for such oranges 
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as will provide, in the interests of pro- 
ducers and consumers, an orderly flow of 
the supply thereof to market throughout 
the normal marketing season to avoid 
unreasonable fluctuations in supplies 
and prices, and is not for the purpose of 
maintaining prices to farmers above the 
level which it is declared to be the policy 
of Congress to establish under the act. 
(2) Itis hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, en- 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FepEeRAL RecIsTer (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to effec- 
tuate ‘the declared policy of the act is 
insufficient, and a reasonable time is per- 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi- 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Valen- 
cia oranges and the need for regulation; 
interested persons were afforded an op- 


portunity to submit information and 


views at this meeting; the recommenda- 
tion and supporting information for reg- 
ulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; the provisions of this section, in- 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information concern- 
ing such provisions and effective time 
has been disseminated among handlers 
of such Valencia oranges; it is necessary, 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act, to make this section effective 
during the period herein specified; and 
compliance with this section will not re- 
quire any special preparation on the 
part of persons subject hereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the 
effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on August 20, 1968. 
(b) Order. (1) The respective quan- 
tities of Valencia oranges grown in Ari- 


zona and designated part of California . 


which may be handled during the period 
August 23, 1968 through August 29, 1968, 
are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 375,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amehded; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: August 21, 1968. 


Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 


Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10226; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
11:23 a.m.] 
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Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, Department of Agricul- 
ture 

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 
[CCC Grain Price Support Regs., 
Flaxseed Supp., Amdt. 1] 
PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY 
HANDLED COMMODITIES 


Subpart—1968-Crop Flaxseed Loan 
and Purchase Program 


Support RATES, PREMIUMS, AND DISCOUNTS 


The regulations issued by Commodity 
Credit Corporation which contain the 
basic price support rates for the 1968 crop 
of flaxseed, 33 F.R. 7296, are amended to 
increase the basic county support rate 
for Marshall County, Minn., from $2.91 
per bushel to $2.92 per bushel, and to es- 
tablish a basic county support rate of 
$2.37 per bushel for Madison County, 
Mont. 

Section 1421.3078(b) is amended by 
(a) changing the basic support rate for 
Marshall County under the heading 
“Minnesota” to read: 


1968-Crop 


and (b) inserting, between the counties 
of McCone and Pondera under the head- 
ing “Montana,” the following: 

Stitt tT inwenseanaisadinidianiatnlinam $2.37 
(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; sec. 5, 62 


Stat. 1072; secs. 301, 401, 63 Stat. 1054; 15 
U.S.C. 714b and c, 7 U.S.C. 1447, 1421) 


Effective date: Upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on August 
16, 1968. 
H. D. Goprrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10124; Piled, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 





PART 1446—PEANUTS 


Subpart—1968-Crop Peanut Ware- 
house Storage Loans and Sheller 
Purchases 


This annual crop supplement, together 
with the General Regulations Governing 
1967 and Subsequent Crop Peanut Ware- 
house Storage Loans and Sheller Pur- 
chases (32 F.R. 9950) and any amend- 
ments thereto (hereinafter called the 
General Regulations), contain the terms 
and conditions under which CCC will 
make warehouse storage loans on and 
sheller purchases of 1968-crop peanuts. 


WaREHOUSE STORAGE LOANS 
Sec. 
1446.40 Associations through which pro- 
ducers may obtain price support. 
1446.41 Applicability. 


1446.42 National average price. 
1446.43 Average support prices by type. 
1446.44 Calculation of support prices. 











VOL. 33, NO. 164——-THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1968 


11897 


SHELLER PURCHASES 
1446.50 Eligible sheller—filing time. 
1446.51 Period of offering. 


1446.52 CCC purchases of eligible peanuts 
and prices. 
AvuTHorITy: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as 
amended; 15 U.S.C. 714 b and c. Interpret or 


apply secs. 101, 401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended, 
7 USC. 1441, 1421. 


WAREHOUSE STORAGE LOANS 


§ 1446.40 Associations through which 
producers may obtain price support. 


Eligible producers may obtain price 
support by means of warehouse storage 
loans on eligible 1968-crop farmers stock 
peanuts through, in the Southeastern 
area, GFA Peanut Association, Camilla, 
Ga.; Southwestern area, Southwestern 
Peanut Growers Association, Gorman, 
Tex.; and Virginia-Carolina area, Peanut 
Growers Cooperative Marketing Associa- 
tion, Franklin, Va. 


§ 1446.41 


The support prices specified in this 
section apply to 1968-crop farmers stock 
peanuts in bulk or in bags, net weight 
basis, eligible for price support advances 
under the General Regulations. 


§ 1446.42 National average price. 


The national average support price for 
1968-crop peanuts is $240.25 per ton. 
§ 1446.43 Average support prices by 
type. 
The support prices by type per average 
grade ton of 1968-crop peanuts are: 


Applicability. 


Dollars 
Type per ton 
CR ici icctineiicnaniaend $253. 73 
RED « c.ncictcccetscsnnnnsiinwnes 227.37 
Southeast Spanish...............-. 245. 63 
Southwest Spanish_...........---. 236. 07 
Valencia, suitable for cleaning and 
ee 253.73 


The price for Valencia type peanuts 
not suitable for cleaning and roasting 
will be the same as for Spanish type pea- 
nuts in the same area. 


§ 1446.44 Calculation of support prices. 


The support price per ton for peanuts 
of a particular type and quality shall be 
calculated on the basis of the following 
rates, premiums, and discounts (with no 
value being assigned to damaged ker- 
nels), except that the minimum support 
value for any lot of eligible peanuts of 
any type shall be 4 cents oer pound of 
kernels in the lot: 

(a) Kernel value per net ton exclud- 
ing loose shelled kernels. (1) Price for 
each percent of sound mature and sound 
split kernels shall be: 


Dollars 
Type per ton 
WRN cittcindpccchwwciiaianeamanionnieleh $3. 530 
TRIN sainintnimnnncntpiemmenipiittantigiainaiiiat 3. 309 
Southeast Spanish ................. 3. 448 
Southwest Spanish -............... 3.372 
Valencia: 


Southwestern area—suitable for 


cleaning and roasting......... 2 
Southwestern aree—not suitable for 
cleaning and roasting........... 3.372 


Areas other than Southwestern.... 3. 448 
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(2) Price for each percent of other 
kernels: 


(3) Premium for each 1 percent extra 
large kernels in Virginia type peanuts 
shall be 45 cents, except that no premium 


shall be applicable to any lot of such 
peanuts containing more than 7 percent 
damaged kernels. 

(b) Value of loose shelled kernels per 
pound. 


(c) Damaged kernel discount. For all 
types of peanuts, the discount per ton 
for damaged kernels shall be as follows: 


Peanuts containing 
damaged kernels of— 


(d) Sound split kernel discount. For 
all types of peanuts, the discount for 
sound split kernels shall be as follows: 


Peanuts containing sound Discount 
split kernels of— 


Plus 80 cents for each percent of sound 
split kernels in excess of 7 percent. 

(e) Foreign material discount. The 
discount for each full 1 percent foreign 
material in excess of 4 percent and not 
over 10 percent shall be $1 per ton. 

(f) Price adjustment for peanuts in 
Virginia-Carolina area sampled with 
other than a pneumatic sampler. The 
support price for Virginia type peanuts 
in the Virginia-Carolina area sampled 
with other than a pneumatic sampler 
shall be reduced by $0.0025 per pound net 
weight including loose shelled kernels. 

(g) Mixed types discount. Individual 
lots of farmers stock peanuts containing 
mixtures of two or more types in which 
there is less than 90 percent of any one 
type will be supported at a rate which 
is $10 per ton less than the support price 
applicable to the type in the mixture 
having the lowest support price. 

(h) Location adjustments to support 
prices. Farmers stock peanuts delivered 
to the association for price support ad- 
vances in the States specified, where pea- 
nuts are not customarily shelled or 
crushed, shall be discounted as follows: 

Arizona, $25 per ton. 

Arkansas, $10 per ton. 

California, $33 per ton. 

Louisiana, $7 per ton. 

Mississippi, $20 per ton. 

Missouri, $10 per ton. 

‘Tennessee, $25 per ton. 

Virginia type peanuts. Virginia 
type peanuts, to receive peanut price sup- 
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port as Virginia type, must contain 40 
percent or more “fancy” size peanuts, 
as determined by a presizer with the 
rollers set at 3444 inch space. Virginia 
type peanuts so determined to contain 
less than 40 percent “fancy” size peanuts 
will be supported (but not classed) as 
though they were Runner type. 

(j) Bradford peanuts. Bradford Big 
Boy (or Victor Bradford) peanuts will 
be supported at 50 percent of the sup- 
port price for Virginia type peanuts of 
the same quality, with no premium for 
extra large kernels. 


SHELLER PURCHASES 
§ 1446.50 Eligible sheller-filing time. 


To be eligible to sell 1968-crop peanuts 
to CCC under this subpart, the sheller 
shall file with the association not later 
than February 28, 1969, or such later 
date as may be approved by CCC, the 
notice of participation required under 
§ 1446.11(a). 


§ 1446.51 Period of offering. 


Unless a later date is approved in writ- 
ing by CCC, written offers to sell 1968 
crop peanuts to CCC, on the form pre- 
scribed by CCC, may be filed with the 
association from time of harvest 
through: 

(a) July 31, 1969, for shelled peanuts 
not U.S. grade described in § 1446.52(c), 
and for farmers stock peanuts described 
in § 1446.52(d). 

(b) October 31, 1969, for U.S. grade 
shelled peanuts described in § 1446.52(b). 


§ 1446.52 CCC purchases of eligible 
peanuts and prices. 


(a) Basis of purchase. Except as 
otherwise provided in § 1446.13 of the 
General Regulations, CCC will purchase 
from eligible shellers 1968-crop peanuts 
which meet the specifications contained 
in this section. The peanuts will be pur- 
chased on the basis of the net weight de- 
termined at the time of delivery and the 
prices specified in paragraphs (b), (c), 
and (d) of this section. CCC will also 
pay a carrying charge for farmers stock 
and U.S. grade shelled peanuts which 
are delivered to-CCC after November 
1968 in the Southeastern area, and De- 
cember 1968 in the Southwestern and 
Virginia-Carolina areas. The carrying 
charge will commence on December 1, 
1968, in the Southeastern area, and Jan- 
uary 1, 1969, in the Southwestern and 
Virginia-Carolina areas, and will accrue 
at the rate of (1) $1.40 per ton net weight 
per calendar month or fraction thereof 
for U.S. grade shelled peanuts, but shall 
not exceed a total of $7 per ton net 
weight, and (2) $1 per ton net weight per 
calendar month or fraction thereof for 
farmers stock peanuts but shall not ex- 
ceed a total of $5 per ton net weight. 

(b) U.S. grade shelled peanuts. 


(1) US. No. 1 (all types)—18.25 cents per 
pound. 


(2) U.S. Extra Large Virginia—21.75 cents* 


per pound. 

(3) U.S. Medium Virginia—19.50 cents per 
pound. 

(4) US. Splits (all types)—17.75 cents 
per pound. 


US. grade shelled peanuts shall meet 
the U.S. Standards for such peanuts, ex- 
cept that they shall not contain more 
than 1.25 percent damaged or unshelled 
kernels other than minor defects and not 
more than 2 percent total damaged or 
unshelled and minor defects. 
(c) Shelled peanuts—not U.S. grade. 
(1) No. 1 size; ie. ride US. No. 1 
screens—17.90 cents per pound. 
(2) Large whole kernels which will not 
pass through screens with the following 
size openings—17.10 cents per pound: 


1444 x1’’ slot. 
1464 x 3%4’’ slot. 
1%4 x %’’ slot. 


(3) Large split kernels (i.e., separated 
halves) which will not pass through 
screens with the following size open- 
ings—17.60 cents per pound: 


1%,’’ round. 


(4) Small whole kernels which will 
not pass through screens with the fol- 
lowing size openings—12.60 cents per 
pound: 


134 x 1’’ slot. 
1%4 x %4"’ slot. 
1% x 3%4’’ slot. 


(5) In addition to the other prices 
specified in this paragraph (c), CCC shall 
pay the sheller for “fall through” not 
exceeding 3 percent at the rate of 6.25 
cents per pound. “Fall through” means 
all kernels or portions thereof which will 
pass through screens with the following 
size openings: 


Whole kernels Splits ans 


portions 


1264x 1” slot... 174” round. 
1364 x 34” slot... 174"’ round. 
1M x 4” slot... 1664” round. 


(6) Quality conditions: 


Any lot of 
shelled peanuts of the sizes described in 
subparagraphs (1) through (4) of this 
paragraph (c) shall not contain more 
than (i) 4 percent damaged or unshelled 
kernels other than minor defects, (ii) 
8 percent total damaged or unshelled and 
minor defects, (iii) 9 percent moisture 
in the Southeastern and Southwestern 
areas, or 10 percent moisture in the 
Virginia-Carolina area, (iv) 6 percent 
“fall through,” as defined in subpara- 
graph (5) of this paragraph (c) (but 
CCC will not pay for any “fall through” 
in excess of 3 percent), and (v) 2 percent 
foreign material. The peanuts in any 
bag(s) in any lot of such peanuts shall 
also meet the quality conditions set forth 
above in this subparagraph (6). If a 
sheller offers to CCC any lot of such pea- 
nuts which contains peanuts of different 
sizes (i.e., No. 1 size, large whole, small 
whole, or large split kernels) bagged 
separately, the sheller (i) shall mark 
or tag each bag in the lot to show the 
size of the peanuts therein, and (ii) shall 
stack the bags of each size of peanuts 
separately to make them readily avail- , 
able for sampling. 
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(%) The prices specified for shelled 
peanuts described in this paragraph (c) 
shall be discounted (i) for damaged and 
unshelled kernels and minor defects at 
the rates prescribed in the table appear- 
ing at the end of this subpart, and (ii) 
for foreign material at the rate of one- 


tenth of 1 cent per pound for each full 
one-tenth of 1 percent by which the for- 
eign material is in excess of 1 percent. 

(d) Farmers stock peanuts. Farmers 
stock-support price, outweight-outgrade 
basis, plus $6 per net ton. 
Discount SCHEDULE FOR 1968-Crop SHELLED PEANUTS 

(Cents per pound deduction] 








Percent Percent minor defects 
damage of 
unshelled 0-1.4 1.5-1.9 2.0-2.4 2.5-2.9 3.0-3.4 3.5-3.9 40-44 4.54.9 5.0-5.4 5.5-5.9 6.0-6.4 6.5-8.0 
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Effective date: Upon publication in the FepERAL REGISTER. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., on August 15, 1968. 


H. D. Goprrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10065; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 


Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 


PART 83—DUCK VIRUS ENTERITIS 
(DUCK PLAGUE) 


Interstate Movement 


Pursuant to the proyisions of sections 
1 and 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905, as 
amended, sections 1 and 2 of the Act of 
February 2, 1903, as amended, sections 
4, 5, 6, and 7 of the Act of May 29, 1884, 
as amended, and section 3 of the Act of 
July 2, 1962 (21 U.S.C. 111, 112, 113, 115, 
117, 120, 123, 125, and 134b), § 83.5 of 
Part 83, designated “Duck Virus Enteritis 
(Duck Plague)” in Title 9, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations, is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 83.5 Interstate movement of domestic 
waterfowl, products thereof, and re- 
lated articles from quarantined area 
restricted. 

Domestic waterfowl, domestic water- 
fowl products, and feed bags shall not be 
moved interstate from any quarantined 


area except in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this section. Authorization for 
such movement under such provisions 
does not excuse compliance with other 
applicable Federal or State laws or § 83.4. 

(a) Newly hatched domestic water- 
fowl. Ducklings or newly hatched domes- 
tic waterfowl of other species may be 
moved interstate from a quarantined 
area if they originate in approved source 
flocks, were hatched in approved hatch- 
eries, and are certified by a State or 
Federal inspector as meeting these 
requirements. 

(b) Other domestic. waterfowl. Do- 
mestic waterfowl, other than newly 
hatched domestic waterfowl, may be 
moved interstate from a quarantined 
area if they (1) originate from an ap- 
proved source flock; (2) were hatched in 
an approved hatchery or under natural 
conditions on the farm of origin; (3) 
have been maintained in confinement 
isolated from other waterfowl on the 
premises of origin for 30 days prior to 
movement; and (4) have been subjected 
to test(s) for duck virus enteritis ap- 
proved by the Director of Division and 
determined to be negative. Materials for 
such test(s), shall be collected by a State 
or Federal inspector or an accredited 
veterinarian. The test shall be conducted 
in a State or Federal laboratory or other 
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laboratory specifically designated by the 


*Director. 


(c) Carcasses and parts of domestic 
waterfowl. Eviscerated carcasses of do- 
mestic waterfowl processed, inspected 
and passed at federally inspected 
slaughtering establishments located 
within a quarantined area may be moved 
interstate without further restriction 
under this part. ‘ 

(d) Offal; feathers; manure; car- 
casses and parts of carcasses condemned 
because of duck virus enteritis. Offal, 
feathers, and manure, and carcasses and 
parts of carcasses condemned because of 
duck virus enteritis, which are derived 
from nonapproved flocks of domestic 
waterfowl in a quarantined area may be 
moved interstate under this part if they 
have been heated throughout to a tem- 
perature of not less than 140° F. for not 
less than 10 minutes, or have been heated 
according to a method specifically ap- 
proved by the Director of Division. Offal, 
feathers, and manure derived from ap- 
proved source flocks may be moved inter- 
state without restriction under this part. 

(e) Feed bags. Feed bags used on 
premises where nonapproved flocks of 
domestic waterfowl are maintained may 
be moved interstate from a quarantined 
area if they have been heated through- 
out to a temperature of not less than 
140° F. for not less than 10 minutes, or 
heated according to a method specifically 
approved by the Director of Division. 
Other feed bags may be moved interstate 
without restrictions under this part. 
(Secs. 1 and 2, 32 Stat. 791 and 792, as 
amended, secs. 4, 5, 6, and 7, 23 Stat. 32, as 
amended, secs. 1 and 3, 33 Stat. 1264 and 
1265, as amended, sec. 3, 76 Stat. 130; 21 
U.S.C. 111, 112, 113, 115, 117, 120, 123, 125, 
134b. 29 F.R. 16210, as amended) 


Effective date. The foregoing amend- 
ment shall become effective upon publi- 
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

The purpose of the foregoing amend- 
ment is to add a new paragraph (b) to 
§ 83.5 to provide for the interstate move- 
ment of domestic waterfowl other than 
newly hatched ducklings from areas 
quarantined because of duck virus en- 
teritis (duck plague). 

This paragraph relieves certain re- 
strictions presently imposed and will be 
of considerable benefit to the Federal- 
State program now in operation in the 
State of New York for the control and 
eradication of duck virus enteritis (duck 
plague). Other nonsubstantive clarify- 
ing changes are also made. Therefore, 
under the administrative procedure pro- 
visions in 5 U.S.C., section 553, it is found 
upon good cause that notice and other 
public procedure with respect to the 
amendment are unnecessary and con- 
trary to the public interest and it may 
be made effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Freperat REGISTER. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of August 1968. 


R. J. ANDERSON, 
Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10140; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 164—-THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1968 





11900 


Title 10—ATOMIC ENERGY 


Chapter I—Atomic Energy 
Commission 


PART 40—LICENSING OF SOURCE 
MATERIAL 


General License To Export Uranium 


The AEC has amended its regulation 
“Licensing of Source Material,” 10 CFR 
Part 40, by the addition of a new § 40.23 
(e), to provide (1) a general license for 
the export of uranium that is frabricated 
as shielding and contained in radio- 
graphic exposure or teletherapy devices 
from the United States to countries or 
destinations other than Southern Rho- 
desia, Cuba, or those listed in § 40.90 
(Sino-Soviet bloc countries), and (2) a 
general license for the export of uran- 
ium that is fabricated as shielding and 
contained in radiographic exposure or 
teletherapy devices from the United 
States to Southern Rhodesia to the ex- 
tent that such devices are for use in 
medical diagnosis or therapy. The 
amount of uranium that may be exported 
under general license in each case is 
limited to 500 pounds uranium per de- 
vice. The Commission has determined 
that such exports will not be inimical to 
the interests of the United States. 

Because the amendment involves the 
foreign affairs functions of the United 
States, the Commission has found that 
notice of proposed rule making and pub- 
lic procedure thereon are contrary to 
the public interest and that good cause 
exists why the amendment should be 
made effective upon publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER without the customary 
30-day notice. é 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and 
sections 552 and 553 of Title 5 of the 
United States Code, the following amend- 
ment of Title 10, Chapter I, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations, Part 40, is published as 
a document subject to codification to be 
effective upon publication in the FepERAL 
REGISTER. . 

Section 40.23 of 10 CFR Part 40 is 
amended by redesignating paragraph (e) 
as paragraph (f) and adding a new para- 
graph (e) to read as follows: 


§ 40.23 General licenses to export. 


a = > . * 


(e) (1) A general license, designated 
AEC-GRO-SME, is hereby issued au- 
thorizing the export of uranium, when 
fabricated as shielding and contained in 
radiographic exposure or teletherapy 
devices, in quantities not to exceed 500 
pounds per device, from the United 
States to any foreign country or destina- 
tion, except Southern Rhodesia, Cuba, 
or countries or destinations listed in 
§ 40.90. 

(2) A general license, designated 
AEC-GRO-MED, is hereby issued, au- 
thorizing the export of uranium, when 
fabricated as shielding and contained in 
radiographic exposure or teletherapy 
devices, in quantities not to exceed 500 
pounds per device, from the United 
States to Southern Rhodesia, to the 
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extent that such devices are for use in 
medical diagnosis or therapy. 

(3) Each person exporting uranium 
pursuant to the general licenses estab- 
lished by subparagraphs (1) and (2) 
of this paragraph (e) shall file with the 
Customs Officer or the Postmaster one 
copy, in addition to those otherwise re- 
quired, of the Shipper’s Export Declara- 
tion covering each export, and mark 
such copy for transmittal to the Direc- 
tor, Division of State and Licensee Rela- 
tions, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20545. 

>= > . . + 


(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C, 2201. Inter- 


pret or apply sec. 64, 68 Stat. 933; 42 U.S.C. 
2094) 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 14th 
day of August 1968. 


For the Atomic Energy Commission. 


F. T. Hosss, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10118; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 14— AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 


[Docket No. 8477; Amdts. 21-22; 91-56] 


PART 21—CERTIFICATIONS PROCE- 


DURES FOR PRODUCTS AND 
PARTS 


PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND 
FLIGHT RULES 


Issuance of Special Flight Permits With 
Continuous Authorization To Con- 
duct Ferry Flights 


The purpose of these amendments to 
Parts 21 and 91 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to provide for issuance 
by the Administrator of special flight 
permits with continuing authorization to 
conduct ferry flights, for specified pur- 
poses, to an air carrier or commercial 
operator of large aircraft certificated 
under Part 121 or an air carrier engaged 
in scheduled operations with helicopters 
certificated under Part 127. 

These amendments are based on a 
notice of proposed rule making pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER on Octo- 
ber 25, 1967 (32 F.R. 14775). Interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
participate in the rule making through 
submission of written comments. Due 
consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

Comment received in general sup- 
ported the proposed amendments, since 
they afford a savings in time and paper 
work and contribute to the efficient 
utilization of equipment. 

The Air Line Pilots Association 
(ALPA) was opposed to the proposed 
amendments on the grounds that the 
operation of unairworthy airplanes com- 


promised safety and therefore was not 
in the public interest. The objection of 
the ALPA extended to the issuance of 
individual special flight permits as well 
as issuance of special flight permits with 
continuing authorization to conduct 
ferry flights. 

Permitting the flight of aircraft which 
may not currently meet with all appli- 
cable airworthiness requirements for the 
purpose of accomplishing necessary 
maintenance or alterations is a practice 
of long.standing, and FAA experience 
with this practice does not indicate that 
safety has been compromised. It is the 
judgment of the FAA that such flights 
are frequently advantageous and may be 
safely conducted under carefully selected 
operating conditions and appropriate 
restrictions. 

The Air Transport Association of 
America (ATA) expressed general agree- 
ment with the proposal and recom- 
mended certain changes. It suggested 
that including ‘the flight permit and 
continuing authorization, together with 
conditions and limitations, in the cer- 
tificate holder’s operations specifications 
would greatly expand their volume, and 
that requiring those portions of the 
operation specifications to be carried in 
the aircraft under § 91.27 would be un- 
necessarily burdensome. ATA further 
recommended that. scheduled helicopter 
operators certificated under Part 127 be 
included as eligible under § 21.197 since 
they have similar problems and situa- 
tions requiring the ferry of aircraft for 
maintenance or alterations. The latter 
recommendation is viewed as appropri- 
ate and § 21.197 has been broadened to 
apply to Part 127 certificate holders as 
well as Part 121 certificate holders. 

It is not felt that the proposed require- 
ment for carrying applicable sections of 
the operations specifications aboard the 
aircraft would be unduly burdensome. 
The FAA statement of the permit with 

continuing authorization, together with 
a listing of general conditions and limi- 
tations imposed by the Administrator is 
expected to be brief, and should normally 
require no more than the-addition of a 
single page in the operations specifica- 
tions. More detailed conditions and limi- 
tations considered necessary by the 
permit holder to meet specific contingen- 
cies would normally be contained in 
operations manuals or maintenance 
manuals, or in the permit holder’. com- 
mutication which directs or authorizes 
the flight. However, in order to provide 
for greater flexibility, the requirement 
has been stated in the alternative in 
§ 91.27, allowing the permit holder to 
carry either the operations specifications 
or portions of,the air carrier manual 
required by § 121.133 or § 127.61 con- 
taining a restatement of the permit and 
those conditions and limitations imposed 
by the Administrator in the operations 
specifications. 

The ATA recommendation that the 
special flight permit and continuing au- 
thorization be stated originally in the 
air carrier manual required under 
§ 121.133 rather than the operations 
specifications has not been adopted. 
While a restatement of the conditions 
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and limitations in operations and main- 
tenance manuals will contribute to a 
workable arrangement, it is believed the 
operations specification is the appropri- 
ate place for the original statement of 
the special flight permit with continuing 
authorization, and for the original list- 
ing of general conditions and limitations 
for flight. The certificate holder, in 
restating conditions and limitations for 
flight in the air carrier manual, may 
find it convenient or necessary to 
supplement the listing with more 
detailed statements of procedures and 
restrictions. 

It is anticipated that an advisory cir- 
cular or internal FAA directive, or both, 
will be issued to facilitate and standard- 
ize issuance of the permits. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Parts 
21 and 91 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations are amended effective September 
21, 1968, as follows: 

1. By amending § 21.197 by adding the 
following new paragraph (c) after para- 
graph (b) to read as follows: 


§ 21.197 Special flight permits. 
= * > - a 

(c) Upon application, as prescribed in 
§ 121.79 or § 127.27 of this chapter, a 
special flight permit with a continuing 
authorization may be issued to a Part 121 
or 127 certificate holder for aircraft that 
may not meet applicable airworthiness 
requirements but are capable of safe 
flight, for the purpoSe of flying aircraft 
to a base where maintenance or altera- 
tions are to be performed. The permit 
issued under this paragraph is an au- 
thorization, including any conditions and 
limitations for flight, which is set forth 
in the certificate holder’s operations 
specifications. 

2. By amending paragraph (a) of 
§ 21.199 to read as follows: 
§ 21.199 Issue of special flight permits. 


(a) Except as provided in § 21.197(c), 
an applicant for a special flight permit 
must submit a statement in a form and 
manner prescribed by the Administrator, 
indicating— 

* > > > >. 

3. By amending paragraph (a)(1) of 
§ 91.27 to read as follows: 

§ 91.27 Civil aircraft certificate required. 

(a) * * © 

(1) An appropriate and current air- 
worthiness certificate (including a spe- 
cial flight permit, a copy of the applica- 
ble operations specifications issued under 
§ 21.197(c) of this chapter or appropriate 
sections of the air carrier manual re- 
quired by Parts 121 and 127 of this chap- 
ter containing that portion of the opera- 
tions specifications issued under § 21.197 
(c) of this chapter, or-an authorization 
under § 91.45); and 

aa = > * * 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Issued in Washington, D.C. on 
August 15, 1968. 

D. D. THomas, 
Acting Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10100; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Docket No. 9078; Amdt. 105-4] 
PART 105—PARACHUTE JUMPING 


Elimination of Requirement for U.S. 
Armed Forces To Furnish Notice of 
Parachute Jumping Within Re- 
stricted Airspace 


The purpose of this amendment to 
the Federal Aviation Regulations is to 
eliminate the requirement for elements of 
the U.S. Armed Forces to furnish FAA 
with notice of parachute jumping to be 
conducted within restricted areas under 
the control of an Armed Force. 

Section 105.23 of Part 105 of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Regulations prohibits para- 
chute jumping in or into certain parts of 
the airspace unless appropriate prior 
notice has been furnished to the nearest 
FAA air traffic control facility or FAA 
flight service station. 

Certain restricted areas within the 
United States designated under Part 73 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations are 
used on a continuing basis by the U.S. 
Armed Forces as the controlling agency, 
for parachute jumping and other para- 
chuting activities. These areas have de- 
fined dimensions and are prominently 
depicted on aeronautical charts with 
annotations identifying the controlling 
agency. Section 91.95 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations prohibits operation 
of an aircraft within a restricted area 
contrary to the restrictions imposed un- 
less prior permission of the controlling 
agency has been obtained. 

The FAA has become aware that the 
requirement for prior notification of 
parachuting activities by an Armed 
Force within a restricted area that is 
controlled by an Armed Force serves no 
useful aeronautical purpose, and the 
preparation, receipt, transfer and re- 
cording of the information creates an 
unnecessary administrative burden for 
both the Armed Force and the FAA. 

The information contained in the noti- 
fication required by the present rule is 
rarely of use to the FAA since prior per- 
mission from the controlling agency, in 
this case an Armed Force conducting the 
operations, is required for entry into the 
restricted area. Flights admitted to the 
area are advised by the controlling 
agency of hazardous activities in progress 
or scheduled to be in progress. Flight 
safety requirements are thus satisfied by 
this control and the prohibition against 
entry without prior permission con- 
tained in Part 91 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations. 

Since this amendment is minor in 
nature and one in which the public has 
little interest, notice and public pro- 
cedure hereon are considered unneces- 
sary. 
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In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
105 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended effective September 21, 1968, 
as follows: 

By amending § 105.11 by adding a new 
paragraph (d) reading as follows: 


§ 105.11 Applicability. 
© ” a7 2 * 


(d) Section 105.23 does not apply to a 
parachute jump made by a member of an 
Armed Force within a restricted area 
that extends upward from the surface 
when that area is under the control of 
an Armed Force. 


(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act; 
49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a), 1421) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on August 
15, 1968. 
D. D. THomas, 
Acting Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10101; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 


Chapter Il—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 


[Accounting Series Release No. 112; Release 
Nos. 33-4918, 34-8379, 35-16137, IC-5462] 


PART 211—INTERPRETATIVE  RE- 
LEASES RELATING TO ACCOUNT- 
ING MATTERS (ACCOUNTING 
SERIES RELEASES) 


Independence of Accountants Exam- 
ining Nonmaterial Segment of an 
International Business 


The Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion today announced the publication of 
a release in its Accounting Series dealing 
with independence of accountants. The 
release is concerned with a matter which 
tends to arise more frequently as US. 
corporations doing business on an inter- 
national scale increase in number and 
their respective operations are conducted 
in an ever-growing number of geograph- 
ical areas. 

In matters of independence, the Com- 
mission has continued to give recognition 
to the increasing complexities in the 
business field and the impracticability of 
attempting to identify in advance all the 
circumstances under which an account- 
ant might be considered not independent 
or which would result in a determination 
not to question his independence. 

This approach has had the effect of 
providing needed flexibility where the 
decision in any particular situation can 
be made only after taking into considera- 
tion all known relevant circumstances. 
In Accounting Series Release No. 81 
we indicated that in any case where 


1 Accounting Series Releases No. 47, Jan. 
25, 1944; No. 79, Apr. 8, 1958; and No. 81, 
Dec, 11, 1958. 
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doubt exists the accountant should dis- 
cuss the facts with the staff. In general 
this has proved a satisfactory method to 
administer a segment of the Commis- 
sion’s statutory responsibility which is 
of significant importance in the public 
interest and the protection of the 
investors. 

Where a company is engaged in inter- 
national operations, it requires auditing 
services in those countries where its divi- 
sions or subsidiaries own properties or 
otherwise conduct business. A division or 
subsidiary of a U.S. company (hereafter 
the “parent company”) may conduct 
business abroad in a geographical area 
where the parent compahy’s independent 
public accountants do not practice. Fre- 
quently, the importance to the parent 
company’s total enterprise of the divi- 
sion or subsidiary is small, and another 
accounting firm?’ (hereafter the “other 
accounting firm”) acceptable to the in- 
dependent accountants of the parent 
company may be engaged to examine the 
financial statements of the division or 
subsidiary. 

Inquiry has been made whether in the 
situation where the financial statements 
of a division or subsidiary which repre- 
sents a nonmaterial segment of an inter- 
national business are examined by an- 
other accounting firm or its affiliated 
firm, Rule 2-01 of Regulation S-X®* is 
construed so as to preclude all the part- 
ners of such other accounting firm or 
its affiliated firm from owing any se- 
curities of the parent company or the 
subsidiary in order for the other account- 
ing firm to be considered independent 
as to the parent company or the sub- 
sidiary. 

We believe that the purposes of Rule 
2-01 would be adequately served by a less 
restrictive construction. Insofar as 
ownership of securities by partners is 
concerned, the other accounting firm 
would be held to be not independent 
only if securities of the parent company 
or the subsidiary are owned by any of the 
partners of the other accounting firm or 
its affiliated firm who are located in the 
office which makes the examination of 
the division or subsidiary or who are 
otherwise engaged in such examination. 

This interpretation relates exclusively 
to the ownership of securities and does 
not extend to any other relationship 
proscribed by Rule’ 2-01. 


By the Commission. — 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBotrs, 
Secretary. 
AvucustT 12, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10107; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


2In many cases the other accounting firm 
which has been retained to do the examina- 
tion will do so through one of its affiliated 
firms operating abroad. 

* Rule 2-01 of Regulation S-X provides that 
“an accountant will be considered not in- 
dependent with respect to any person or any 
of its parents or subsidiaries in whom he 
has, or had during the period of report, any 
direct financial interest or any material in- 
direct financial interest.” Where the “ac- 
countant” is a firm, the Commission has 
construed the restriction to apply to each 
partner of the firm whether or not he has any 
connection with the examination. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 21—FO0D AND DRUGS 


Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare 


SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 


PART 1—REGULATIONS FOR THE 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE FEDERAL 
FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT 
AND THE FAIR PACKAGING AND 
LABELING ACT 


Exemption of Eggs From Certain 
Labeling Requirements 


In the matter of exempting fresh shell 
eggs from certain labeling requirements 
of the regulations (21 CFR Part 1) for 
the enforcement of the Fair Packaging 
and Labeling Act: 

A notice of proposed rule making in 
the above-identified matter was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER of April 17, 
1968 (33 F.R. 5883), based on petitions 
filed by the Diamond National Corp., 733 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017, 
and the Institute of American Poultry 
Industries, 67 East Madison Street, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 60602. 

In response to the proposal, the South- 
eastern Poultry and Egg Association and 
the Northeastern Poultry Producers 
Council joined in support of the proposal 
and proposed additional exemptions with 
respect to labeling requirements regard- 
ing product identity. The National Egg 
Council filed a comment in support of 
such additional exemptions but did not 
comment on the subject proposal. 

The States of Washington, Texas, 
Pennsylvania, and Indiana filed com- 
ments in support of the proposal. The 
Florida Department of Agriculture does 
not oppose the exemption relating to 
divisible cartons but sees no good rea- 
son to exempt standard 1-dozen size egg 
cartons from the placement requirement 
for the quantity of contents declaration. 

The New York City Department of 
Markets opposes the proposal on the 
grounds that the requirements from 
which exemption is requested are not so 
onerous as to merit favored treatment 
for specific industries that would tend 
to weaken the maximum effect of the 
regulations. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
concludes that: 

1. The grounds given in support of 
the additional requested exemptions re- 
garding product identity requirements 
are not sufficient to warrant publishing 


these proposals. 

2. Since there was no opportunity for 
shell egg packers to make label changes 
during the pendency of the exemption 
proposal, any shell egg label changes 
made necessary by the regulations under 
the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act (21 
CFR Part 1) should be made before 
July 1, 1969, rather than before July 1, 
1968. 

3. Based on consideration given the 
information submitted by the petitioners, 


the comments received, and other rele- 
vant material, the proposed amendment 
should be adopted without change. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the provi- 
sions of the Fair Packaging and Labeling 
Act (secs. 5(b), 6(a), 80 Stat. 1298, 1299; 
15 U.S.C. 1453, 1455) and the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 701, 
52 Stat. 1055, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 371), 
and under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120): Jt is 
ordered, That §1.1c(a) be amended by 
adding thereto a new subparagraph, as 
follows: 


§ 1.le Exemptions from required label 
statements. 


* a: * > > 

ta) Fossa. * °** 

(9) (i) Twelve shell eggs packaged in 
a carton designed to hold 1 dozen eggs 
and designed to permit the division of 
such carton by the retail customer at the 
place of purchase into two portions of 
one-half dozen eggs each are exempt 
from the labeling requirements of this 
part with respect to each portion of such 
divided carton if the carton, when un- 
divided, is in conformance with the label- 
ing requirements of this part. 

(ii) Twelve shell eggs packaged in a 
carton designed to hold 1 dozen eggs are 
exempt from the placement requirements 
for the declaration of contents pre- 
scribed by § 1.8b(f) if the required con- 
tent declaration is otherwise placed on 
the principal display panel of such carton 
and if, in the case of such cartons de- 
signed to permit division by retail cus- 
tomers into two portions of one-half 
dozen eggs each, the required content 
declaration is placed on the principal 
display panel in such a manner that the 
context of the content declaration is 
destroyed upon division of the carton. 

Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Feprerat RecIstTer file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be ad- 
versely affected by the order and specify 
with particularity the provisions of the 
order deemed objectionable and the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections must state 
the issues for the hearing, and such ob- 
jections must be supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support, 
thereof. All documents shall be filed in 
six copies. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective 60 days from the date of its 
publication in the FepERAL REGISTER, ex- 
cept as to any provisions that may be 
stayed by the filing of proper objections. 
Notice of the filing of objections or lack 
thereof will be announced by publication 
in the FeperaL REGISTER. 
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(Secs. 5(b), 6(a), 80 Stat. 1298, 1299; 15 
U.S.C. 1453, 1455; sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 371) 


Dated: August 16, 1968. 


J. K. Erre«, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-10131; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 
PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 


Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted 
in Food for Human Consumption 





Soprum STEAROYL-2-LACTYLATE 


The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data in a petition 
(FAP 8A2309) filed by C. J. Patterson 
Co., 3947 Broadway, Kansas City, Mo. 
64111, and other relevant material, has 
concluded that the food additive regula- 
tions should be amended to provide for 
the safe use of sodium stearoyl-2-lactyl- 
ate as an emulsifier ir puddings and 
prepared pudding mixes. Therefore, pur- 
suant to the provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c). 
(1)) and under the authority delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
§121.1211(c) is revised to read as 


follows: : 
§ 121.1211 Sodium stearoyl-2-lactylate. 
- . * * + 


(c) It is used or intended for use as 
an emulsifier, dough conditioner, or 
whipping agent in the following foods 
when standards of identity established 
under section 401 of the act do not pre- 
clude such use: Icings, fillings, puddings, 
and toppings; baked products; pancakes 
and waffles; and prepared mixes for any 
of these foods. 


ce +o - * cs 

Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the FEepERAL REGISTER file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per- 
son filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objection- 
able and the grounds for the objections. 
If a hearing is requested, the objections 
must state the issues for the hearing. A 
hearing will be granted if the objections 
are supported by grounds legally suffici- 
ent to justify the relief sought. Objec- 
tions may be accompanied by a mem- 
orandum or brief in support thereof. 


Efféctive date. This order shall become 


effective on the date of its publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
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(Sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(c) (1)) 


Dated: August 15, 1968. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-10132; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 


Chapter II—Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior 


APPENDIX——PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 
[Public Land Order 4517] 
[Wyoming 8905] 
WYOMING 


Partial Revocation of Stock Driveway 
Withdrawal 


By virtue of the authority contained 
in section 10 of the act of December 29, 
1916 (39 Stat. 865; 43 U.S.C. 300), as 
amended, it is ordered as follows: 

1. The departmental order of Septem- 
ber 13, 1918, creating Stock Driveway 
Withdrawal No. 36 (Wyoming No. 7), 
is hereby revoked so far as it affects the 
following described lands: 


SrxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 
T. 21 N., R. 117 W., 
Sec. 1; 


Sec. 2, lots 5 to 8, incl, SWY4NE\%, 
S'’4.NW\%4, SW and NWSE; 
Sec. 3; 
Sec. 4, lots 5 to 8, incl., S144N%, N48, 
SEY4SW'\,4, and S%SE\%; 
Secs. 5 and 6; 
Sec. 8, NEYANW'%4; 
Sec. 9, NE\4; 
Secs. 10, 11, and 12,N%%4. 
T. 22 N.,R.117 W., 
Secs. 3 and 10; 
Sec. 14,S144N1, and S84; 
Secs. 15 and 23; 
Sec. 25, NYZNEY%, SEYNEY, W%, and 
NE4SE\%4; 
Secs. 26 and 35. 
T. 23 N., R. 117 W., 
Sec. 5, lots 5 to 8, incl., S144N%, NEY4SW%, 
SW4%4SW\, and SE; 
Sec. 8, NW144NE\%4, SEYNEY, W%, and 
E%,SE%4; 
Sec. 17, E4%, W1Z4NW%, SEYNW, and 
S4SW,; 
Sec. 20, E44; 
Sec. 21, lots 3 and 4, S4NW%, SW; 
Sec. 27,N1448SW\%4,SW4SW, SEX; 
Sec. 28, EXYZNW%,SWY4NWY,S8%; 
Sec. 34, N44, NE4ZSW'%4, NEY%SE4, 848%. 
T. 24 N., R. 117 W., 
Sec. 19, lots 5, 6, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, NE\%, 
N'%SE\%, SE%4SE'4; 
Sec. 30, lots 5 and 12, E4NE\%, SE\%; 
Sec. 31, B44; 
Sec. 32,W%. 


The areas described, including both 
public and nonpublic lands, aggregate 
14,893.58 acres, of which 14,012.62 acres 
are public lands. 

The following described lands are non- 
public: 
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StxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 
7 3h mk Se Wx 
Sec. 1, lots 7and 8, S4NW'%,SW%; 
Sec. 2, lots 5 and 6, SW44NE4%, NW'4SE\%; 
Sec. 8, NEYANW,; 
Sec. 11, N14ZNE\%4; 
Sec. 12, N4Z4NW\4. 
T. 24 N., BR. 117 W., 
Sec. 19, lots 13, 14, and 15; 
Sec. 30, lot 5 and NE4,NE\4. 


Containing 880.96 acres. 


The public lands are situated west of 
Kemmerer, Wyo. in Lincoln County. 
Vegetation consists of sagebrush, various 
grasses and associated forbs. The lands 
are dry, undulating grazing lands. 

2. Until 10 a.m. on February 15, 1969, 
the State of Wyoming shall have a pre- 
ferred right of application to select the 
public land as provided by R.S. 2276, as 
amended (43 U.S.C. 852). After that time 
the lands shall be open to operation of 
the pfiblic land laws generally, subject 
to valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the require- 
ments of applicable law. All valid appli- 
cations received at or prior to 10 a.m. 
on February 15, 1969, shall be considered 
as simultaneously filed at that time. 
Those received thereafter shall be con- 
sidered in the order of filing. 

The land has been open to applications 
and offers under the mineral leasing 
laws, and to location under the U.S. min- 
ing laws subject to the regulations in 43 
CFR 3400.3. 


Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Cheyenne, 
Wyo. 

Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. ’ 
Avcust 16, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10088; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.} 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Chapter I—Office of the Secretary of 
Defense 
SUBCHAPTER B—PERSONNEL; MILITARY AND 
CIVILIAN 
PART 84—FISCAL PROCEDURES FOR 
ADVANCE AND EVACUATION PAY- 
MENTS TO CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES 
AND THEIR DEPENDENTS 


The Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) approved the following on 
February 13, 1968: 

Sec. 
84.1 Purpose and applicability. 
84.2 Policy. 


AvrnHoriry: The provisions of this Part 84 
issued under the authority of 5 US.C., secs. 
55, 22, 23, and 24. 


§ 84.1 Purpose and applicability. 

This part prescribes fiscal procedures 
to be followed by all DoD Components in 
making emergency evacuation payments 
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authorized in 75 Stat. 662 (5 U.S.C. 5521- 
5527), as implemented within DoD by 
DoD Instruction 1400.11, “Payments to 
Civilian Employees and Their Depend- 
ents During an Evacuation,” April 1, 
1968." 


§ 84.2 Policy. 


As provided in DoD Instruction 1400.11, 
“Payments to Civilian Employees and 
Their Dependents During an Evacua- 
tion,” April 1, 1968,’ the regulations pre- 
scribed by the Civil Service Commission 
and the Department of State, in their 
respective areas of responsibility, will be 
utilized to carry out the overall emer- 
gency evacuation program within the 
Department of Defense. Fiscal proce- 
dures for processing and recording ad- 


vance, evacuation and other emergency - 


payments authorized in DoD Instruction 
1400.11, “Payments to Employees and 
Their Dependents During an Evacua- 
tion,” April 1, 1968,, and 75 Stat. 662 
(5 U.S.C. 5521-5527), will be prescribed 
by the Secretary of each Military Depart- 
ment and such procedures shall conform 
to the guidelines prescribed in GAO 
Policy and Procedures Manual for Guid- 
ance of Federal Agencies, Title 6, Chapter 
3, section 26, and Appendix B. 


MavRIcE W. RocHe, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives Division, OASD 
(Administration). 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10093; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 45—PUBLIC WELFARE 


Chapter Vi—National Science 
Foundation 


[NSF Circular 54] 


PART 600—STANDARDS OF CON- 
DUCT OF EMPLOYEES AND CON- 
SULTANTS 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


This part is amended as follows: 

1. Section 600.735-9(e) is amended as 
follows: 

a. In subparagraphs (1) and (3) add 
“or contract” after “grant” wherever it 
appears; 

b. In subparagraph (2) insert a comma 
after “organization” and add “by grant, 
contract, or otherwise,” following the 
comma. 

2. In the appendix, add the following: 

18. The prohibition against the holding of 
a position in the Government of the United 
States or of the District of Columbia by any- 
one convicted of a felony related to the 
inciting, promoting, encouraging or partici- 
pating in a riot or civil disorder (5 U.S.C. 
7313). 

These amendments were approved by 
the Civil Service Commission on July 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available at the Naval Supply Depot, 
5801 Tabor Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 19120, 
Attn.: Code 300. 
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25, 1968, and are effective on publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Dated: August 15, 1968. 


LELAND J. HAWORTH, 
Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10080; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 50-—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Certain National Wildlife Refuges in 
Nevada 


The following regulation$ are issued 


and are effective on date of publication 
in the FrepERAL RecIsTER. These regula- 
tions apply to public hunting on portions 
of certain National Wildlife Refuges in 
Nevada. 


General conditions. Hunting shall be 
in accordance with applicable State regu- 
lations. Portions of refuges which are 
open to hunting are designated by signs 
and/or delineated on maps. No vehicle 
travel is permitted except on maintained 
roads and trails. Special conditions ap- 
plying to individual refuges are listed on 
the reverse side of maps available at ref- 
uge headquarters and from the Office of 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, 730 Northeast 
Pacific Street, Portland, Oreg. 97208. 


§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 


Migratory game birds may be hunted 
on the following refuges: 


Fallon National Wildlife Refuge, Post Office 
Box 592, Fallon, Nev. 89406. 

Pahranagat National Wildlife Refuge, Post 
Office Box 440, Las Vegas, Nev. 89101. 


Special condition. The use of motors on 
boats is not permitted. 


Ruby Lake National Wildlife Refuge, Ruby 
Valley, Nev. 89833. 


Special condition. Waterfowl, only may be 
hunted. 


Stillwater Wildlife Management Area, Post 
Office Box 592, Fallon, Nev. 89406. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 


Upland game may be hunted on the 
following refuge areas: 


Fallon National Wildlife Refuge, Post Office 
Box 592, Fallon, Nev. 89406. 

Pahranagat National Wildlife Refuge, Post 
Office Box 440, Las Vegas, Nev. 89101. 

Charles Sheldon Antelope Range, Nev. 
(Headquarters: Post Office Box 111, Lake- 
view, Oreg. 97630). 

Stillwater Wildlife Management Area, Post 
Office Box 592, Fallon, Nev. 89406. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife areas. 


Big game animals may be hunted on 
the following refuge areas: 


Desert Natl Wildlife Range, 1500 North De- 
catur Boulevard, Las Vegas, Nev. 89108. 


Special condition. Desert bighorn sheep 
only. 
Charles Sheldon Antelope Range, Nev. 


(Headquarters: Post Office Box 111, Lake- 
view, Oreg. 97630). 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through June 30, 1969. 


CLay E. CRAWFORD, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 
AucustT 15, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10120; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Prime Hook National Wildlife 
Refuge, Del. 


The following special regulation is is- 
sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

DELAWARE 


PRIME HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of upland game on 
Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge, 
Del., is permitted on Hunting Areas A 
and B within the regularly established 
1968-69 hunting seasons of the State of 
Delaware. This open upland game hunt- 
ing area, comprising approximately 
6,100 acres, is delineated on maps avail- 
able at refuge headquarters, Rural Deliv- 
ery No. 1, Box 195, Milton, Del. 19968, 
and from the Regional Director, Bureau 
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, U.S. Post 
Office and Courthouse, Boston, Mass. 
02109. Hunting shall be in accordance 
with all applicable State regulations cov- 
ering the hunting of upland game. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 
32, and are effective through April 30, 
1969. 

Prep L. JACOBSON, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 
AvcustT 15, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10099; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Flint Hills National Wildlife 
Refuge, Kans. 


The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publi- 
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


22, 1968 





§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

KANSAS 


FLINT HILLS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of squirrels, cot- 
tontail rabbits, bobwhite quail, and 
greater prairie chickens on the Flint Hills 
National Wildlife Refuge, Kans., is per- 
mitted from September 1, 1968, through 
August 30, 1969, inclusive, but only on the 
area designated by signs as open to hunt- 
ing. This open area, comprising 5,165 
acres, is delineated on maps available at 
refuge headquarters, Burlington, Kans., 
and from the Regional Director, Bureau 
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Post 
Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
87103. Hunting shall be in accordance 
with all applicable State regulations gov- 
erning the hunting of squirrels, cotton- 
tail rabbits, bobwhite quail, and greater 
prairie chickens subject to the following 
special conditions: 

(1) The use of rifles is prohibited on 
the refuge. 

(2) Vehicle access shall be restricted 
to designated parking areas and existing 
roads. 

(3) Dogs—Not to exceed two per 
hunter may be used only to retrieve 
wounded or dead squirrels, cottontail 
rabbits, bobwhite quail, and greater 
prairie chickens. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through September 1, 
1969. 

Lyte A. STEMMERMAN, 
Refuge Manager, Flint Hills 
National Wildlife Refuge, 
Burlington, Kans. 


Aucust 8, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10097; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Crescent Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge, Nebr. 


The following special regulations is 
issued and is effective on date of publi- 
cation in the FepERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

NEBRASKA 


CRESCENT LAKE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of sharp-tailed grouse 
and ring-necked pheasants on the Cres- 
cent Lake National Wildlife Refuge, 
Nebr., is permitted only on the area des- 
ignated by signs as open to hunting. This 
open area, comprising 40,900 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Ellsworth, Nebr. 69340, and 
from the Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 1006 West 
Lake Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55408. 
Hunting of sharp-tailed grouse is per- 
mitted during the established State sea- 
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son. Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State regulations covering 
the hunting of sharp-tailed grouse and 
ring-necked pheasants subject to the fol- 
lowing special conditions: 

(1) Ring-necked pheasants may be 
hunted on the refuge beginning the day 
following the close of the Nebraska duck 
season until the end of the State season. 

(2) Hunters will park vehicles in des- 
ignated pasking areas or along refuge 
boundary and will hunt on foot. 

(3) Overnight camping is not per- 
mitted. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through January 31, 
1969. 

Don R. PERKUCHIN, 
Refuge Manager, Crescent Lake 
National Wildlife Refuge, 
Ellsworth, Nebr. 


AucustT 13, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10082; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Hatchie National Wildlife 
Refuge, Tenn. 


The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FeperaL REGISTER. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

‘TENNESSEE 


HATCHIE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of squirrels and 
raccoons on the Hatchie National Wild- 
life Refuge is permitted on the area 
designated by signs as open to hunting. 
This open area comprising 7511 acres is 
delineated on a map available at Refuge 
headquarters, Brownville, Tenn. 38012; 
and from the Regional Director, Bureau 
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Peach- 
tree-Seventh Building, Atlanta, Ga. 
30323. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all State and Federal regulations subject 
to the following conditions: 

Squirrels. (1) The open season for 
squirrels is August 31 through Septem- 
ber 30. 

(2) Only 22 caliber rifles or shotguns 
incapable of holding more than three 
shells are permitted. 

(3) Dogs are prohibited. 

(4) The hunting of crows, gray foxes, 
bobcats, and feral hogs is permitted dur- 


. (1) The open season for 
raccoons will be October 15 through 
October 31. 

(2) Hunting hours shall be from 7 p.m. 
to midnight. 

(3) Axes, saws, or other cutting imple- 
ments are prohibited. 


The provisions of ths special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
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govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through October 24, 
1968. 
W.L. Towns, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 
Avucust 15, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10084; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge, 
Alaska 


The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective on date of publi- 
cation in the FreperaL REGISTER. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


ALASKA 
KODIAK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of big game on lands 
within the Kodiak National Wildlife 
Refuge, except the following, is per- 
mitted in accordance with all applicable 
State regulations governing big game 
hunting during the period October 1 
through December 31, 1968. The areas 
described as follows will be closed: 


All portions of the Kodiak National Wild- 
life Refuge in Game Management Unit. 8 
draining into Shelikof Strait from the head 
of Weasel Cove in Spiridon Bay to the north 
boundary of the Karluk Indian Reservation 
between Wolcott Reef and Rocky Point in- 
cluding the drainages into Spiridon Bay, 
Zachar Bay, Uyak Bay, Larsen Bay, and Kar- 
luk River drainage outside of the Karluk 
Indian Reservation, the Connecticut Creek 
drainage into Red Lake; and that area which 
drains into Fraser Lake and the Dog Salmon 
River above the confluence of the northeast 
fork of the Dog Salmon River. 


Special conditions. (1) Species per- 
mitted to be taken: Brown bear. 

(2) Except in the event of an emer- 
gency, the landing of aircraft on the 
Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge is re- 
stricted to lakes, streams, and other 
bodies of water. 

(3) A Federal permit is required. Per- 
mits will be issued by hunting area units 
on a priority application basis. Permits 
may be obtained from the Refuge Man- 
ager, Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge, 
Post Office Box 825, Kodiak, Alaska 
99615. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through December 31, 1968. 

Cray E. CRAWFORD, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 
Avucust 13, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10086; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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PART 32—HUNTING 


Flint Hills National Wildlife 
Refuge, Kans. 


The following special regulation is is- 
sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


KANSAS 
FLINT HILLS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of deer with bow and 
arrows on the Flint Hills National Wild- 
life Refuge, Kans., is permitted from 
October 1 through December 1, 1968, in- 
clusive, but only on the area designated 
by signs as open to hunting. This open 
area, comprising 5,165 acres, is delineated 
on maps available at refuge headquar- 
ters, Burlington, Kans., and from the Re- 
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish- 
eries and Wildlife, Post Office Box 1306, 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103. Hunting 
shali be in accordance with all applicable 
State regulations covering the hunting of 
deer subject to the following special 
condition: 

(1) Vehicle access shall be restricted 
to designated parking areas and existing 
roads. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through December 9, 1968. 


LyLe A. STEMMERMAN, 
Refuge Manager, Flint Hills Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Burl- 
ington, Kans. 
AvcustT 8, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10098; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Crescent Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge, Nebr. 


The following special regulation is is- 
sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FepERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


NEBRASKA 


CRESCENT LAKE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of deer from November 
9 through November 17 and antelope on 
September 28, 29, and October 5 and 6 
on the Crescent Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge, Nebr., is permitted:only on the 
area designated by signs as open to hunt- 
ing. This area, comprising 40,900 acres, is 
delinated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Ellsworth, Nebr., and from 
the office of the Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 1006 
West Lake Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 
55408. Hunting shall be in accordance 
with all applicable state regulations 
covering the hunting of deer and ante- 
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lope subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) Archery seasons: 

a. Antelope—none. 

b. Deer—November 18, 1968, through 
December 31, 1968. 

c. Hunters will hunt on foot only. 

(2) Hunters will park their vehicles in 
designated parking areas or along refuge 
boundary and will hunt on foot during 
the period from September 28, 1968, 
through October 6, 1968. Only four-wheel 
drive vehicles will be allowed in the 
hunting area from November 9, 1968, 
through November 17, 1968. 

(3) All big game hunters are requested 
to obtain a “registration card” which will 
be issued by asking for them, either in 
person or by mail, from the Refuge Head- 
quarters, Ellsworth, Nebr. 69340. 

(4) Overnight camping is 
permitted. 


The provisions of this special] regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through December 31, 
1968. 


not 


Don R. PERKUCHIN, 
Refuge Manager, Crescent Lake 
National Wildlife Refuge, 
Ellsworth, Nebr. 


AvcustT 13, 1968. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-10083; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 am.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


J. Clark Salyer National Wildlife 
Refuge, N. Dak. 


The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FepErAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


NorRTH DAKOTA 


J. CLARK SALYER NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 


Public hunting of deer with bow and 
arrow on the J. Clark Salyer National 
Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak., is permitted 
from August 30 through November 3 and 
November 18 through December 15, 1968, 
only on the area designated by signs as 
open to hunting. This open area, com- 
prising 31,542 acres, is delineated on a 
map available at the refuge headquarters, 
Upham, N. Dak., and from the Regional 
Director, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street, Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 55408. Hunting shall be in 
accordance with all applicable State 
regulations covering the hunting of deer 
with bow and arrow, subject to the 
following conditions: 

A Federal Entry Permit is required, 
obtainable at refuge headquarters, for 
entry into the area. 

All hunters must exhibit their hunting 
licenses, game and vehicle contents to 
Federal and State officers upon request. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through December 15, 
1968. 

RosBert C. FIELDs, 
Refuge Manager, J. Clark Salyer 
National Wildlife Refuge, Up- 
ham, N. Dak. 


AvucusT 14, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10085; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Aransas National Wildlife 
Refuge, Tex. 


The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publi- 
cation in the FEepERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


‘TEXAS 
ARANSAS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of deer on the Aransas 
National Wildlife Refuge, Tex., with bow 
and arrow is permitted from September 1 
through September 8, 1968, inclusive, 
and with rifle or shotgun, from Septem- 
ber 11 through September 30 (except 
September 19 and 26), 1968, but only on 
the area designated by signs as open to 
hunting. This open area, comprising 
38,000 acres, is delineated on maps avail- 
able at refuge headquarters, Austwell, 
Tex., and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, N. 
Mex. 87103. Hunting shall be in accord- 
ance with applicable State regulations 
covering the hunting of deer subject to 
the following special conditions: 

(1) All hunters must check in and out 
at refuge headquarters. Ingress and 
egress for hunting purposes is permitted 
only through the refuge entrance gate at 
the end of Texas Farm Road 2040. 

(2) All participants in the gun hunt 
must possess a special permit in addition 
to the valid 1968 State deer hunting 
license. This permit shall be obtained 
through an impartial drawing conducted 
by the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife in Austin, Tex., on September 3, 
1968. Applications must be received by 
August 27, 1968, to be eligible for the 
drawing. 

(3) Hunting is prohibited within 100 
yards of cattle watering troughs, wind- 
mills, above-ground oil or gas production 
apparatus, and occupied dwellings. 

(4) No target practice or shooting of 
any other wildlife inside the refuge is 
permitted. 

(5) Gun hunters must hunt only in the 
specific unit to which they are assigned. 

(6) All gun hunters must wear a bright 
yellow or blaze orange coat, vest or shirt 
while inside the refuge. 

(7) All vehicles must be operated on 
shell-surfaced roads only. 
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(8) The entire refuge will be closed to 
hunting upon the arrival of any whoop- 
ing cranes. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through September 30, 
1968. 

W. O. NELSON, Jr., 
Acting Regional Director, 
Albuquerque, N. Merz. 


AvucustT 19, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10081; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 33—SPORT FISHING 
Flint Hills National Wildlife 
Refuge, Kans. 


The following special regulation is is- 
sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the Feperat REGISTER. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish. 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 


areas. 
EANSAS 
FLINT HILLS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Sport fishing, including the taking of 
frogs, on the Flint Hills National Wild- 
life Refuge, Kans., is permitted only on 
the areas designated by signs as open to 
fishing. These open areas, comprising 
1,500 acres of reservoir waters and ap- 
proximately 28 miles of river and stream 
channel, are delineated on maps available 
at refuge headquarters, Burlington, 
Kans., and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wild- 
life, Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 87103. Sport fishing shall be in 
accordance with all applicable State reg- 
ulations subject to the following special 
condition: 

(1) The open season for sport fishing, 
including the taking of frogs, extends 
from March 15 through September 9, 
1969, inclusive, although during the pe- 
riod September 10, 1968 through 
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March 14, 1969, inclusive, Eagle Creek 
and the Neosho River only are open to 
fishing, except that the Neosho River ox- 
bow northeast of Strawn is closed as 
marked by buoys, and fishing in the ref- 
uge portion of John Redmond Reservoir 
below the mouth of the Neosho River is 
permitted in the river channel as marked 
by buoys. 

(2) Vehicle access shall be confined to 
existing roads and trails not otherwise 
marked as closed to vehicle use. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, and are ef- 
fective through September 9, 1969. 


LyLe A. STEMMERMAN, 
Refuge Manager, Flint Hills Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Burl- 
ington, Kans. 
Auvucust 8, 1968. 


[F.R.-Doc. 68-10096; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 26] 
WHEAT 


Official Grain Standards; Extension of 
Time for Comments and Change in 
Proposed Effective Date 


On July 9, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (33 F.R. 9825) whereby, it was 
proposed that § 26.127 of Title 7, Code 
of Federal Regulations (7 CFR 26.127), 
be amended to reduce the minimum test 
weight per bushel requirements for White 
Club Wheat and to change the definition 
for Sample grade. All persons desiring to 
submit written data, views, or recom- 
mendations were requested to file their 
comments within 45 days after the date 
of publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
The proposals, if adopted, were to be- 
come effective on or about April 1, 1969. 

A trade group requested an extension 
of the time to submit written data, views, 
or arguments, and several producer 
groups requested an earlier proposed ef- 
fective date. In view of the requests and 
under authority of the U.S. Grain Stand- 
ards Act, 39 Stat. 482, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 71 et seq.) , the time for comments 
is hereby extended to include Septem- 
ber 23, 1968, and the effective date of 
the proposed amended Official Grain 
Standards of the United States for 
Wheat, if adopted, is hereby changed to 
on or about January 31, 1969. 

All persons desiring to submit written 
data, views, or recommendations in con- 
nection with the proposals may file the 
same in duplicate with the Hearing Clerk, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Room 
112, Administration Building, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20250, not later than Septem- 
ber 23, 1968. All comments filed will be 
available for public inspection during of- 
ficial hours of business (7 CFR 1.27 (b)). 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of August 1968. 


G. R. GRANGE, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10142; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:51 am.] 


[7 CFR Part 1009] 


MILK IN CLARKSBURG, W. VA., 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Proposed Suspension of 
Certain Provisions of Order 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural Mar- 


keting Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the sus- 
pension of certain provisions of the order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Clarksburg, W. Va., marketing area is 
being considered. 

The provisions proposed to be sus- 
pended, which relate to the base-excess 
plan for paying producers, are the 
following: 

1. Sections 1009.19, 1009.20, 1009.31 (b) 
(1), 1009.72, 1009.75(b), 1009.80(d) (2) 
(ii) , 1009.90, 1009.91, and 1009.92 in their 
entirety. 

2. In §§ 1009.27(k) (2), 1009.75(c), and 
1009.82(b) (1), “and 1009.72”. 

3. In § 1009.31(b) (2) ii), “including 
for the months of April through July, the 
pounds of base milk”. 

4. In the introductory text of § 1009.71, 
“for each of the months of August 
through March”. 


5. In § 1009.71(f), “during each of the 
months of August through March”. 

6. In § 1009.74(a), “and the uniform 
Price to be paid for base milk’”’. 

7. In § 1009.80(a) (2), “or base milk 
and excess milk”. 

8. The center head “Determination of 
Base” immediately preceding § 1009.90. 

The proposed suspension would be ef- 
fective September 1, 1968, and would con- 
tinue until such time as a review of the 
base-excess plan may be completed 
through the hearing procedure. 

Under the base-excess plan, producers 
establish daily bases during September 
through December. In the following April 
through July, producers are paid a base 
price for their deliveries that are not in 
excess of their base and a lower price 
for any additional milk delivered. 

The suspension was requested by the 
Dairymen’s Cooperative Sales Associa- 
tion, which represents more than 80 per- 
cent of the producers in the Clarksburg 
market. The cooperative claims that the 
base-excess plan is no longer necessary 
in this market to encourage even produc< 
tion throughout the year. It indicates 
that suspension of the plan would not 
jeopardize the supply of milk for the 
market and would not affect handlers’ 
costs. 

Also, the cooperative claims that be- 
cause of an expected plant closing a sig- 
nificant number of producers in the 
Clarksburg market will probably be 
shifted to another market. Thus, such 
producers, although earning bases dur- 
ing the September—December 1968 period, 
probably would not be participating in 
the base-excess plan during the 1969 
base-paying months. The cooperative 


contends that because of this the sus- 
pension of the. base-excess plan provi- 
sions is necessary to assure equity among 
producers in the market. 

All persons who desire to submit writ- 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec- 
tion with the proposed suspension should 
file the same with the Hearing Clerk, 
Room 112-A, Administration Building, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20250, not later than 3 days 
from the date of publication of this notice 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. All documents 
filed should be in quadruplicate. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on August 
19, 1968. 


JOHN C. BLuM, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10143; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:51 am.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[ 21 CFR Parts 121, 1460, 146b ] 
ANTIBIOTICS 
Use in Animals 


In aecordance with the statement of 
policy regarding antibiotics used in food- 
producing animals (21 CFR 3.25) pub< 
lished in the FepERAL RecIsTer of April 
11, 1968 (33 F.R. 5616), additional food 
additive regulations and amendments to 
existing antibiotic drug regulations are 
proposed as follows to provide for the safe 
use of certain antibiotic drugs in the 
treatment of food-producing animals. 

A. Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1787; 
21 U.S.C. 348(d)) and delegated to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21 
CFR 2.120), it is proposed that Part 121 
be amended: 

1. By adding to § 121.256(d) 
table, as follows: 


§ 121.256 Procaine penicillin. 
. + 2 . 


(dI) ** 


a@ new 
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Parts 146a and 146b of the antibiotic 
drug regulations be amended in the fol- 
lowing respects: 

1. In § 146a.27, by deleting paragraph 
(f) and by revising paragraphs (a) and 
(c) (2) to read as follows: 


§ 146a.27 Penicillin tablets. 


(a) Standards of identity, strength, 
quality, and purity. Penicillin tablets are 
tablets composed of sodium penicillin, 
calcium penicillin, potassium penicillin, 
crystalline penicillin O, crystalline phe- 
noxymethyl penicillin, crystalline potas- 
sium phenoxymethyl penicillin, benza- 
thine penicillin G or procaine penicillin, 
with or without one or more suitable 
sympathomimetic agents, analgesic sub- 
stances, antihistaminics, and caffeine 
and with or without one or more suitable 
and harmless vitamin substances, buffer 
substances, diluents, binders, lubricants, 
colorings, and flavorings. If intended for 
veterinary use, they may contain added 
vitamin substances. They may contain 
probenecid or one or more suitable sul- 
fonamides. The potency of each tablet 
is not less than 50,000 units and if it is 
less than 100,000 units it is unscored. Its 
moisture content is not more than 1 
percent if it contains sodium penicillin, 
calcium penicillin, potassium penicillin, 
or crystalline penicillin O; not more than 
2 percent if it contains procaine peni- 
cillin; not more than 3 percent if it con- 
tains crystalline phenoxymethyl peni- 
cillin; and not more than 8 percent if it 
contains benzathine penicillin G. If it 
contains crystalline potassium phenoxy- 
methyl penicillin, its moisture content is 
not more than 1.5 percent unless the per- 
son who requests certification has sub- 
mitted to the Commissioner information 
adequate to prove that his drug is stable 
when it has a moisture content not ex- 
ceeding 3 percent. Tablets not exceeding 
15 millimeters, or not intended only for 
preparing solutions shall disintegrate 
within 1 hour, unless the manufacturer 
has submitted blood-concentration data 
adequate to prove that his drug is ab- 
sorbed satisfactorily from the gastroin- 
testinal tract and such data have been 
accepted by the Commissioner. In such 
cases, the time required for the tablets 
to disintegrate shall not exceed that of 
the tablets used in such studies. The 
penicillin used conforms to the standards 
prescribed for such drug by the regula- 
tions in this chapter, except the stand- 
ards for sterility and pyrogens. Each 
other substance used, if its name is rec- 
ognized in the U.S.P. or N.F., conforms 
to the standards prescribed therefor by 
such official compendium. 

* ~ * * . 

(ce) = 7 = 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. (i) Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity. 
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(ii) If it contains added vitamins, the 
labels shall bear the name and quantity 
of each substance and a statement that 
such substances are present only for fur- 
nishing additional vitamins while ani- 
mals are eating less feed. 

(iii) If it is intended for use in animals 
raised for food production, it shall also 
be labeled in accordance with the re- 
quirements of regulations established in 
Part 121 of this chapter and the anti- 
biotic substance shall be that specified in 
Part 121. 


= * ~ ” * 


2. By revising § 146a.28(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.28 Crystalline penicillin G oral 
suspension, crystalline penicillin G 
sodium oral suspension, potassium 
penicillin G oral suspension. 

* 7 * > o 

(c) 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


* * 7 a = 


3. By revising § 146a.29(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


*> *+ * 


§ 146a.29 Penicillin with aluminum 
hydroxide gel. 
= 7 * > 


(c) *- + 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law. prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


* * * - . 


4. By revising § 146a.32(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.32 Penicillin with vasoconstric- 
tor; penicillin with _............- 
(the blank being filled in with the 
established names of the vasocon- 
strictor). 
= . . = : 
(c) * +s 
(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
it is intended solely for veterinary use. 
Its label and labeling shall comply with 
all the requirements prescribed by sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph, except 
that in lieu of the statement “Caution: 
Federal law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” eav. package shall include 
information containing directions and 
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warnings adequate for the veterinary 
use of the drug by the laity and the 
statement “Warning—Not for use in 
animals which are raised for food 
production.” 


5. By revising § 146a.34(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.34 Tablets aluminum penicillin. 
= . ” = aa 

(ce) * *¢ £ 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


* ” * 7. * 


6. By revising § 146a.35(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.35 Penicillin-sulfonamide powder 
(calcium penicillin sulfonamide 
powder, crystalline penicillin sulfon- 
amide powder). 
= a * * * 

(c) * ¢ & 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary 
use of the drug by the laity and, if it is 
for other than topical use, the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 

> 


* * * : 


7. By revising § 146a.36(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.36 Penicillin vaginal: supposi- 
tories. 


> a . * + 
(c) 
(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 
* = = - s 


§ 146a.37 [Amended] 


8. By deleting paragraph (f)(3) from 
§ 146a.37 Buffered crystalline penicillin. 

9. By revising § 146a.38(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


s* + 


§ 146a.38 Capsules buffered penicillin 
with pectin hydrolysate gern 
wi 


buffered potassium penicillin 
pectin hydrolysate). 
7 > a > . 

i) ¢% 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


10. By revising § 146a.39(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.39 Capsules procaine penicillin 
in oil. 
a > > . a 
mes 
(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


11. By revising § 146a.49(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.49 Ephedrine penicillin tablets. 
. 7 > = . 

(c) s +f 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment ‘““Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


12. In § 146a.51, by deleting paragraph 
(f) and by revising paragraphs (a) and 
(c) (2) to read as follows: 


§ 146a.51 Buffered penicillin powder, 
penicillin powder with buffered 
aqueous diluent. 

(a) Standards of identity, strength, 
quality, and purity. Buffered penicillin 
powder is a mixture of crystalline peni- 
cillin or procaine penicillin and suitable 
buffer substances, with or without pro- 
benecid, sodium salicylate, and a suitable 
antihistaminic agent, with or without one 
or more suitable sulfonamides, and with 
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or without the addition of one or more 
suitable and harmless diluents, colorings, 
and flavorings. If intended for veterinary 
use, it may contain one or more essential 
vitamin and mineral substances for nu- 
tritive purposes. Penicillin powder with 
buffered aqueous diluent is a packaged 
combination of one immediate container 
of crystalline penicillin or procaine peni- 
cillin, with or without suitable and harm- 
less diluents, and one immediate 
container of an aqueous diluent contain- 
ing suitable buffer substances and suit- 
able and harmless preservatives, color- 
ings, and flavorings. Its moisture content 
is not more than 1 percent, except if 
it contains procaine penicillin its mois- 
ture content is not more than 2 percent. 
The crystalline penicillin used conforms 
to the requirements of § 146a.24(a) for 
crystalline penicillin, except subpara- 
graphs (2) and (4) of that paragraph. 
The procaine penicillin used conforms to 
the requirements of § 146a.44(a), except 
subparagraphs (2) and (3) of that para- 
graph. Each other substance used, if its 
name is recognized in the U.S.P. or NF., 
conforms to the standards prescribed 
therefor by such official compendium. 
* . - © . 

(c) *- *+ sf 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. (i) Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity. 

(ii) If it contains added vitamins or 
minerals, the labels shall bear the name 
and quantity of each such substance and 
a statement that such substances are 
present only for furnishing additional 
vitamins and minerals while animals are 
eating less feed. 

(iii) If it is intended for use in animals 
raised for food production, it shall also 
be labeled in accordance with the re- 
quirements of regulations established in 
Part 121 of this chapter and the antibi- 
otic substance shall be that specified in 
Part 121. 


” . : . « 


13. By revising § 146a.69(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.69 Benzathine penicillin G oral 
suspension, benzathine penicillin G 
for oral suspension (benzathine peni- 
cillin G powder). 

+ > 7. © = 
(c) sts *Ff 
(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
it is intended solely for veterinary use. 

Its label and labeling shall comply with 

all the requirements prescribed by sub- 

paragraph (1) of this paragraph, except 
that in lieu of the statement “Caution: 

Federal law prohibits dispensing without 

prescription” each package shall include 

information containing directions and 
warnings for the veterinary use of ‘the 
drug by the laity and the statement 
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“Warning—Not for use in animals which 
are raised for food production.” 


14. By revising § 146a.76(c) (1) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.76 Penicillin-streptomycin im- 
plantation pellets; penicillin-dihy- 
drostreptomycin implantation pellets. 
7 > > > > 

(c) oo 2 = 

(1) On the outside wrapper or con- 
tainer and the immediate container: 

(i) The batch mark. 

(ii) The number of units of penicillin 
in each pellet of the batch. 

dif) The number of milligrams of 
streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin in 
each pellet of the batch. 

(iv) The statement “For veterinary 
use only.” 

(v) The statement “Warning—Not for 
use in animals which are raised for food 
production.” 

(vi The statement “Expiration date 

,”’ the blank being filled in 
with the date which is 18 months after 
the month during which the batch was 
certified. 


= . * ” = 


§ 1462.88 [Amended] 


15. By deleting paragraph (c) from 
§ 146a.88 Penicillin-streptomycin tablets; 
penicillin dihydrostreptomycin tablets. 


§ 146a.93 [Amended] 


16. By deleting paragraph (e) from 
§ 146a.93 Penicillin-streptomycin pow- 
der; - penicillin - dihydrostreptomycin 
powder. 

17. By revising § 146a.95(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.95 Dibenzylamine penicillin and 
sae penicillin powder, buf- 
e 
os . * . am 

(ce) s 2+: 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended for veterinary use. Its label and 
labeling shall comply with all the re- 
quirements prescribed by subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph, except that in lieu 
of the statement “Caution: Federal law 
prohibits dispensing without prescrip- 
tion,” each package shall include infor- 
mation containing directions and warn- 
ings adequate for the veterinary use of 
the drug by the laity and the statement 
“Warning—Not for use in animals which 
are raised for food production.” 


. > > * 


18. By revising § 146a.98(c) (2) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146a.98 Hydrabamine penicillin CG 
oral suspension. 
7 a « ” 

(c) * t+? 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
preseription,” each package shall include 
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information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


* * * . ” 


19. By revising § 146a.104(c) (2) 
read as follows: 


§ 146a.104 Phenoxymethy] penicillin for 
oral suspension; potassium phenoxy- 
methyl penicillin for oral solution. 
~ * * 7 > 

(c) = = = 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription,” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


* * * ~ * 


20. By revising § 146b.104(c)(2) to 
read as follows: 


§ 146b.104 Streptomycin tablets; dihy- 
drostreptomycin tablets. 
7 7 = . > 

(c) s* ¢¢ 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. (i) 
Its label and labeling shall comply with 
all the requirements prescribed by sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph, except 
that in lieu of the statement “Caution: 
Federal law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription,” each package shall include 
infcrmation containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity. If it contains 
bismuth subcarbonate, its label and 
labeling shall include reference to its use 
only in cats and dogs. 

(ii) If it is intended for use in animals 
which are raised for food production, it 
shall also be labeled in accordance with 
the requirements of regulations estab- 
lished in Part 121 of this chapter and 
the antibiotic substance shall be that 
specified in Part 121. 


a * ~ * = 


21. By revising § 146b.107(c)(2) to 
read as follows: 


to 


§ 146b.107 Streptomycin-polymyxin-bac- 
itracin tablets. 
= 7 ~ >. = 
(c) = > > 
(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed-< 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription,” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
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warnings adequate for the veterinary 
use of the drug by the laity and the 
statement “Warning—Not for use in 
animals which are raised for food 
production.” 


22. By revising § 146b.108(c) (2) 
read as follows: 


to 


§ 146b.108 Streptomycin syrup; strep- 
tomycin in gel (streptomycin oral 
suspension); dihydrostreptomycin 
syrup; dihydrostreptomycin in gel 
(dihydrostreptomycin oral suspen- 
sion). 
> . +. . 7 

(c) *- + ¢ 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription,” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the statement 

“‘Warning—Not for use in animals which 

are raised for food production.” 


23. By adding to § 146b.111(c)(1) a 
new subdivision, as follows: 


§ 146b.111 Streptomycin-kaolin-pectin- 
aluminum hydroxide gel powder 
veterinary ; dihydrostreptomycin-kao- 
lin-pectin-aluminum hydroxide gel 
powder veterinary. 
~ * - a + 

ie *"* ¢ 

a*** 

(vi) The statement “Warning—Not 
for use in animals which are raised for 
food production.” 


. . * ” . 


24. In § 146b.112, by deleting para- 
graph (f) and by_revising paragraph (c) 
(2) to read as follows: 


§ 146b.112 Streptomycin for inhalation 
therapy; dihydrostreptomycin for 
inhalation therapy. 

(c) oe). 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except 
that in lieu of the statement “Cau- 
tion: Federal law prohibits dispensing 
without prescription,” each package 
shall include information containing 
directions and warnings adequate for 
the veterinary use of the drug by the 
laity and the statement “Warning— 
Not for use in animals which are 
raised for food production.” 


> = > 7 > 
25. In § 146b.115, by deleting para- 
graph (f) and by revising paragraphs (a) 
and (c) (1) to read as follows: 
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§ 146b.115 Streptomycin sulfate powder 
oral veterinary; streptomycin sulfate 
granules oral veterinary; dihydro- 
streptomycin sulfate powder oral 
veterinary; dihydrostreptomycin sul. 
fate granules oral veterinary; dihy- 
drostreptomycin hydrochloride pow- 
der oral veterinary; dihydrostrepto- 
mycin hydrochloride granules oral 
veterinary. ° 


(a) Standards of identity, strength, 
quality, and purity. Streptomycin sul- 
fate powder oral veterinary, streptomy- 
cin sulfate granules oral veterinary, di- 
hydrostereptomycin sulfate powder oral 
veterinary, dihydrostreptomycin sulfate 
granules oral veterinary, dihydrostrepto- 
mycin hydrochloride powder oral veter- 
inary, and dihydrostreptomycin hydro- 
chloride granules oral veterinary are 
streptomycin sulfate veterinary, dihy- 
drostreptomycin sulfate veterinary, or 
dihydrostreptomycin hydrochloride vet- 
erinary, with or without one or more 
suitable and harmless diluents and 
stabilizing agents, with or without one or 
more suitable sulfonamides, and with or 
without one or more essential vitamin 
and mineral .substances for nutritive 
purposes. Its potency is not less than 
3.75 grams per pound. Its moisture con- 
tent is not more than 7 percent. The 
streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin 
used conforms to the standards pre- 
scribed by § 146b.114(a). Each other in- 
gredient used, if its name is recognized 
in the U.S.P. or N.F., conforms to the 
standards prescribed therefor by such of- 
ficial compendium. 

a 7 7” ” . 

ee 

(1) On the outside wrapper or con- 
tainer and the immediate container: 

(i) The batch mark. 

(ii) The number of milligrams of 
streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin 
per gram and the number of grams in 
the immediate container. 

(iii) If it contains one or more sul- 
fonamides, the name and quantity of 
each such ingredient. 

(iv) The statement “Expiration date 
inti cambeeee ,’ the blank being filled in 
with the date that is 12 months (if its 
potency is less than 150 grams per 
pound) or 36 months (if its potency is 
150 grams or more per pound) after the 
month during which the batch was certi- 
fied, except that if the person who re- 
quests certification has submitted to the 
Commissioner results of tests and assays 
that show that such drug as prepared by 
him is stable for 24 months, 36 months, 
48 months, or 60 months, such date may 
be used for such drug. 

(v) The statement “For oral veter- 
inary use only.” 

(vi) If it contains added vitamins or 
minerals, the name and quantity of each 
such substance and a statement that-such 
substances are present only for furnish- 
ing additional vitamins and minerals 
while animals are eating less feed. 

(vii) If itis intended for use in animals 
raised for food production, it shall also 


be labeled in accordance with the re- 
quirements of regulations established in 
Part 121 of this chapter and the anti- 
biotic substance shall be only that speci- 
fied in Part 121. 

(viii) The statement “For manufac- 
turing use,” “For repacking,” or “For 
manufacturing use or repacking,’ when 
packaged for repacking or for use as an 
ingredient in the manufacture of an- 
other drug, as the case may be. 


26. By revising § 146b.118(c)(2) to 
read as follows: 


§ 146b.118  Streptomycin-penicillin-sul- 
fonamide with kaolin and pectin; 
dihydrostreptomycin-penicillin-sulfon- 
amide with kaolin and pectin. 

> s a . . 

(c) ss + * 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription,” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


27. In § 146b.119, by deleting para- 
graph (f) and by revising paragraph (a) 
and adding to paragraph (c) two new 
subparagraphs, as follows: 


§ 146b.119 Streptomycin hydrochloride 
solution oral veterinary; streptomy- 
cin sulfate solution oral veterinary. 


(a) Standards of identity, strength, 
quality, and purity. Streptomycin hydro- 
chloride solution oral veterinary and 
streptomycin sulfate solution oral vet- 
erinary are aqueous solutions of strepto- 
mycin hydrochloride or streptomycin sul- 
fate, with one or more suitable and 
harmless preservatives and with or with- 
out one or more essential vitamin and 
mineral substances for nutritive pur- 
poses. The drug may also contain one or 
more suitable and harmless buffer sub- 
stances and stabilizing agents. Its 
potency is not less than 250 milligrams 
per milliliter. Its pH is not less than 4 
and not more than 7. It is nontoxic. Each 
preservative, buffer substance, and sta- 
bilizing agent used, if its name is recog- 
nized in the US.P. or N.F., conforms to 
-the standards prescribed therefor by such 
official compendium. 

> > > > > 

.=*'s 

(6) If it contains added vitamins or 
minerals, the name and quantity of each 
such substance and a statement that such 
substances are present only for furnish- 
ing additional vitamins and minerals 
while animals are eating less feed. 

(7) If it is intended for animals which 
are raised for food production, it shall 
also be labeled in accordance with the 
requirements of regulations established 
in Part 121 of this chapter and the anti- 
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biotic substance shall be that specified in 
Part 121. 


28. By adding a new subparagraph to 
§ 146b.123(b), as follows: 


§ 146b.123 Streptomycin-sodium sulfa- 
thiazole solution veterinary; dihy- 
drostreptomycin-sodium sulfathiazole 
solution veterinary. 
> = > > © 

(b) - & @ 

(4) The statement “Warning—Not for 
use in animals which are raised for food 
production.” 


29. In § 146b.125, by revising the sec- 
tion heading and paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


§ 146b.125 Streptomycin-dihydrostrepto- 
mycin for inhalation therapy vet- 
erinary. 


(a) Streptomycin-dihydrostreptomycin 
for inhalation therapy veterinary con- 
forms to all requirements and is subject 
to all procedures prescribed by § 146b.112 
for streptomycin for inhalation therapy 
veterinary and dihydrostreptomycin for 
inhalation therapy veterinary, except 
that it is a mixture of equal parts of 
streptomycin and dihydrostreptomycin. 


30. By revising § 146b.126(c)(2) to 
read as follows: 


§ 146b.126 Streptomycin-neomycin pow- 
der; dihydrostreptomycin-neomycin 
powder. 
> o > > > 

(ce) > > * 

(2) It is packaged for dispensing and 
intended solely for veterinary use. Its 
label and labeling shall comply with all 
the requirements prescribed by subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, except that 
in lieu of the statement “Caution: Fed- 
eral law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription,” each package shall include 
information containing directions and 
warnings adequate for the veterinary use 
of the drug by the laity and the state- 
ment “Warning—Not for use in animals 
which are raised for food production.” 


31. By adding a new subdivision to 
§ 146b.127(c) (1), as follows: 


§ 146b.127 Streptomycin solution for 
inhalation therapy veterinary; dihy- 
drostreptomycin solution for inhala- 
tion therapy veterinary. 

2 . * . > 
G5 
Gy = *¢ 
(vi) The statement “Warning—Not 
for use in animals which are raised for 
food production.” 


§ 146b.129 [Revoked] 


32. By revoking § 146b.129 Streptomy- 
cin sulfate-dihydrostreptomycin sulfate 
powder oral veterinary. 

Any interested person may, within 60 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Feperat Recister, file with 
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the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written com- 
ments (preferably in quintuplicate) re- 
garding this proposal. Comments may be 
accompanied by a memorandum or brief 
in support thereof. 


Dated: August 12, 1968. 


J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10073; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


{14 CFR Parts 1, 25, 371 
[Docket No. 9079; Notice 68-18] 


TRANSPORT CATEGORY AIRPLANES 


Type Certification Standards 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Parts 1, 25, and 
37 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
to improve the airworthiness standards 
applicable to the type certification of 
transport category airplanes. 

On April 25-29, 1966, the then Federal 
Aviation Agency held an Agency-Indus- 
try conference to review the regulations 
dealing with the manufacture of trans- 
port category airplanes. The conference 
agenda included numerous type certifica- 
tion items of possible regulatory signifi- 
cance developed by the FAA and pro- 
posals solicited from Industry. Those 
items that the Administrator considers 
appropriate for immediate rule-making 
action are proposed in this notice, to- 
gether with proposals developed by the 
FAA and not covered at the conference. 

Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of these proposed 
rules by submitting such written data, 
views, Or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock- 
et GC-24, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. All com- 
munications received on or before No- 
vember 20, 1968, will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking action 
upon the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Parts 1, 25, and 37, of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations as 
follows: 

FLIGHT PROPOSALS 


Proposal 1. Definition of Standard 
Atmosphere (§ 1.1). Section 1.1 would be 
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amended to change the definition of 
“Standard Atmosphere” to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.1 General definitions. 


* * * - s 


“Standard Atmosphere” means the 
atmosphere defined in “U.S. Standard 
Atmosphere, 1962” (Geopotential alti- 
tude tables). 


* * * * * 


Explanation. A change in the defini- 
tion of Standard Atmosphere is neces- 
sary for planning future altimetry stand- 
ards above 20,000 standard geopotential 
meters (65,620 feet), including those for 
the supersonic transport airplane which 
will operate above that altitude. The U.S. 
Committee on Extension to the Stand- 
ard Atmosphere (COESA) adopted and 
published a revised “U.S. Standard At- 
mosphere, 1962.” The revised standard 
Was prepared under the sponsorship of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, the U.S. Air Force, and the 
U.S. Weather Bureau and is for all intent 
arid purposes in agreement with ICAO 
standards over their common altitude 
range. The definition has been incorpo- 
rated in § 37.197 (TSO-C88) and the pro- 
posal would standardize the definition of 
Standard Atmosphere. 

Proposal 2. Longitudinal control during 
wing flap retraction (§ 25.145(c)). Sec- 
tion 25.145(c) would be amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 25.145 Longitudinal control. 


* * * * * 


(c) It must be possible, without ex- 
ceptional piloting skill, to prevent loss of 
altitude when complete retraction of the 
high lift devices from any position, or 
partial retraction of the high lift devices 
from any position when gates or detents 
are provided which require a separate 
and distinct motion by the pilot to pass 
the gate or detent, is begun during 
steady, straight, level flight at 1.1Vs 
(for propeller powered airplanes), or at 
— (for turbojet powered airplanes), 
Wil — 

(1) Simultaneous application of not 
more than maximum continuous power; 

(2) The landing gear extended; and 

(3) The critical combinations of land- 
ing weights and altitudes. 


Explanation. Section 25.145(c) pre- 
scribes the conditions under which it 
must be possible to prevent loss of alti- 
tude during flap retraction in order to 
ensure that, in the event of a go-around 
procedure during an approach for land- 
ing, the wing flaps can be retracted 
quickly and automatically at such a rate 
that there will be no loss of altitude if 
power is applied simultaneously with the 
initiation of flap retraction. The proposed 
requirement applies to all variable wing 
high lift devices and it is proposed to 
substitute the words “high lift devices” 
for the word “flaps” since a number of 
the current high lift devices which are 
being used are not covered by the present 
wording. It may be desirable from an 
operational standpoint to have a rea- 
sonably fast retraction rate at inter- 
mediate flap settings in order to avoid 
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accelerating to undesirable high speeds 
during flap retraction. The proposal 
would permit partial retraction and the 
use of flap gates to compensate for par- 
tial flap retraction if gates or detents 
are provided which the pilot cannot in- 
advertently bypass, thereby preventing 
the airplane from being at an unsafe 
speed for the flap position. An increase in 
speed from 1.VS, to 1.2VS; is proposed 
for turbojet powered airplanes but not 
for propeller powered airplanes because 
of the lack of slipstream effect on turbo- 
jet powered airplanes.. The proposed 
speed is considered to be the lowest speed 
that would be used by these airplanes in 
a landing approach go-around consider- 
ing the present stall requirements. The 
use of the critical combination of landing 
weights and altitude is proposed since 
this would cover all allowable operating 
conditions, whereas under the present 
rule an airplane that can meet the re- 
quirements at sea level might not meet 
them at higher altitude airports, par- 
ticularly in cases where the takeoff and 
maximum continuous power engine rat- 
ings are the same. 

The Aerospace Industries Association 
(AIA) petitioned the FAA by letter dated 
July 16, 1964, to amend the requirements 
of § 25.145(c) dealing with speed, flap 
retraction, power and altitude. Although 
the petition was withdrawn since the 
subject matter was already being consid- 
ered by the FAA, it has been fully consid- 
ered in connection with this proposal. 
The suggestion that “Takeoff Power” 
be used instead of “Maximum Continu- 
ous Power” has not been included in this 
proposal as the FAA believes that the 
difference between these power settings 
provides a margin which should be avail- 
able to take care of any contingency 
which might arise during a go-around 
procedure. 

Proposal 3. Longitudinal trim (§ 25.161 
(c)). Section 25.161(c) (2) (ii) would be 
amended by striking out the words “most 
forward” and inserting the words “most 
critical” in lieu thereof wherever they 
appear. ‘ 

Explanation. Service experience has 
shown that the longitudinal trim re- 
quirement in § 25.161(c) (2) (ii) cannot 
be met at the aft center of gravity al- 
though transport airplanes can be loaded 
to this condition during operations. The 
proposal would require compliance with 
the trim requirements at the “‘most criti- 
cal’ center of gravity. 

Proposal 4. High-speed characteristics 
(§ 25.253). Section 25.253(a)(3) would 
be redesignated § 25.253(a) (4) and a new 
§ 25.253(a) (3) would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.253 High-speed characteristics. 


(a) Speed increase and recovery char- 
acteristics. * * * 

(3) With the airplane mistrimmed by 
an amount equal to three seconds of 
trimming (nose up and nose down), and 
at a speed Vuo/Mwo, it must be shown 
that recovery can be accomplished with- 
out exceeding the limits specified in 
§ 25.253 (a) (2), and that— 

() The airplane can be maneuvered 
and recovered with no more than 75 


pounds of force applied to the stick; and 

(ii) Recovery can be effected by re- 
trimming under the most adverse ele- 
vator hinge moment a pilot can apply 


Explanation. The requirements of 
§ 25.253 pertaining to operating condi- 
tions and characteristics likely te cause 
inadvertent speed increases (including 
upsets in pitch and roll) do not cover 
upsets caused by activation of the longi- 
tudinal trim surfaces due to a malfunc- 
tion in the trim control system or to 
improper use of the trim control by the 
pilot in turbulence. The high aerody- 
namic loads imposed on an adjustable 
stabilizer in the out-of-trim position can 
cause the stabilizer drive motor to stall, 
and recovery from any resulting upset 
may be difficult because of insufficient 
torque in the horizontal stabilizer drive 
motor. The proposal would require that 
it be shown that in the event of an upset 
at speeds up to the maximum operating 
limit speed Vuo/Mwo the pilot can ma- 
neuver the airplane without exerting 
exceptional strength and effect recovery 
by retrimming the airplane using the 
usual trim procedures under the most ad- 
verse hinge moments a pilot may apply. 
The upset condition may be simulated by 
longitudinally mistrimming the airplane 
by an amount equal to 3 seconds of trim- 
ming operations which represents the 
time it would take a pilot under opera- 
tional conditions to recognize the mal- 
function and initiate corrective action. 
With respect to the pilot strength cri- 
teria, a stick force of 75 pounds is pro- 
posed corresponding to the maximum 
force permitted by § 25.143 for temporary 
application in pitch. 

Proposal 5. Turbulence criteria for tur- 
bine engine powered airplanes (new 
§§1.2 and 25.255). 1. A new symbol 
would be added to $1.2 to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.2 Abbreviations and symbols. 


- 8 * a. > * 


“Vrr/Mrr” means turbulence penetra- 
tion speed. 


2. A new § 25.255 would be added to 
read as follows: 


§ 25.255 Turbulence criteria for turbine 
engine powered airplanes. 


(a) Vre/Mrp must be selected by the 
applicant and may not be greater than 
the speed at which the airplane complies. 
with the structural gust load require- 
ments applicable at the design speed 
for the maximum gust intensity specified 
in § 25.335(d). 

(b) The airplane must be safely con- 
trollable at Vre/Mrpe during flight in 
turbulence corresponding to the incre- 
mental vertical accelerations measured 
at the center of gravity of the airplane 
having a root mean square value within 
the range of 0.lg to 0.3g with peak 
values within the range +0.5g to +1.0g, 
without— 

(i) Requiring exceptional skill or 
alertness on the part of the pilot; or 

(ii) Impairing the ability of the pilot 
to read the primary instruments. 
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3. Section 25.1585(a) would be amend- 
ed by adding a new subparagraph (7) to 
read as follows: 

§ 25.1585 Operating procedures. 

a) s-*¢ 

(7) Operation in turbulence for tur- 
bine powered airplanes (including tur- 
bulence penetration airspeeds, flight 
peculiarities, and special control instruc- 
tions based on the requirements of 
§ 25.255). : 

> > > . > = 


Explanation. Section 25.253 prescribes 
the operating conditions and character- 
istics likely to cause inadvertent speed 
increases (including upsets in pitch and 
roll) which must be simulated and in- 
vestigated, and prescribes characteris- 
tics for recovery from upsets. One of the 
conditions which must be investigated is 
an upset caused by a gust; however a 
simulated gust upset in smooth air is 
not considered to be a realistic test pro- 
cedure for evaluating the operating 
characteristics of turbine engine powered 
aircraft in a turbulent weather environ- 
ment. The proposal would require the 
evaluation for turbine engine powered 
aircraft to be made during flight tests 
in natural turbulence and the tests would 
be expanded to include an evaluation 
of the effect of moderate turbulence on 
pilot-airplane compatibility to ensure 
that the airplane is controllable and that 
the primary instruments are readable 
when turbulence is encountered in flight. 
The degree of turbulence at which the 
airplane must meet the requirements 
corresponds to the definition of moderate 
turbulence set forth by the Subcommittee 
on Aviation Meteorological Services, 
Panel on Atmospheric Turbulence. In- 
formation on procedures for flight in 
turbulence would also be incorporated in 
the normal operating procedures section 
of the airplane flight manual, and a sym- 
bol for turbulence penetration speed 
would be added to FAR Part 1 to provide 
a convenient standard for identifying 
that speed in the airplane flight manual 
and other documents. 

Proposal 6. Pilot compartment view 
(§ 25.773). A new § 25.773(c) would be 
added to read as follows: 


§ 25.773 Pilot compartment view- 


* * * > * 


(c) Internal windshield fogging. The 
airplanes must have a means to prevent 
fogging of the internal portion of the 
windshields over an area which would 
provide the visibility specified in para- 
graph (a). 


Explanation. The pilot compartment 
view requirements of § 25.773 cover non- 
precipitation and precipitation condi- 
tions including rain and ice, but there 
are no provisions dealing with fogging of 
the internal portion of the windshield 
which can occur under certain tempera- 
ture and humidity conditions. This con- 
dition would restrict visibility and create 
a hazardous situation, particularly under 
critical conditions and in the vicinity of 
obstructions or other aircraft. The pro- 
posal would require a means to prevent 
internal windshield fogging. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


Proposal 7. Design dive and maximum 
operating limit speeds (§$§ 25.335 and 
25.1505). 1. Section 25.335(b) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.335 Design airspeeds. 


* > > = * 


(b) Design dive speed, Vo. Vo must be 
selected so that Vc/Mc is not greater than 
0.8 Vn/Mb, or so that the minimum speed 
margin between Vc/Mc and Vp/Mp is the 
greater of the following values: 

(1) From an initial condition of stabil- 
ized flight at Vc/Mc, the airplane is upset, 
flown for 20 seconds along a flight path 
7.5 degrees below the initial path, and 
then pulled up at a load factor of 1.5¢ 
(0.5g acceleration increment). The speed 
increase occurring in this maneuver may 
be calculated if reliable and conservative 
aerodynamic data is used. Power as spe- 
cified in § 25.175(b) (1) (iv) is assumed 
until the pullup is initiated, at which 
time power reduction and the use of pilot 
controlled drag devices may be assumed; 

(2) The minimum speed margin must 
be enough to provide for atmospheric 
variations (such as horizontal gusts, and 
penetration of jet streams and cold 
fronts) and for instrument errors and 
airframe production variations. These 
factors may be considered on a proba- 
bility basis. However, the margin at 
altitude where Mc is limited by com- 
pressibility effects may not be less than 
0.05M. 


* > 7 * a 


2. Section 25.1505 would be amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.1505 
speed. 


The maximum operating limit speed 
(VuoMmo—airspeed or Mach Number, 
whichever is critical at a particular alti- 
tude) is a speed that may not be deliber- 
ately exceeded in any regime of flight 
(climb, cruise, or descent), unless a 
higher speed is authorized for flight test 
or pilot training operations. Vuo/Mmo 
must be established so that it is 
not greater than the design cruising 
speed Vc and so that it is sufficiently be- 
low Vp/Mp or Vor/Mor, to make it highly 
improbable that the latter speeds will 
be inadvertently exceeded in operations. 
The speed margin between Vuo/Mmo and 
Vo/Mp or Vpr/Mopr may not be less than 
that determined under § 25.335(b) or 
found necessary during the flight tests 
conducted under § 25.253. 

Explanation. The detailed require- 
ments for the speed margin between 
Vuo/Muo and Vo/Mp or Vor/Mor and 
the method for substantiating the mini- 
mum speed margin are set forth in 
§ 25.1505. This section prescribes the 


maximum operating limit speed and is 


Maximum operating limit 


‘part of the operating limitations subpart 


of the FARs whereas these requirements 
are structural design airspeed require- 
ments. Since this format could cause a 
misunderstanding as to the intent and 
purpose of the requirements, the proposal 
would transfer to § 25.335(b) the design 
dive speed requirements now contained 
in § 25.1505 (b) and (c) in order that the 
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requirements would be set forth in the 
appropriate subpart of the regulations. 
The reference in present § 25.1505(b) (1) 
(proposed § 25.335(b)(1)) to “§ 25.173 
(a)” would also be co to read 
“§ 25.175 (b) (1) Civ)” 

Proposal 8. Vibration and buffeting 
($§ 25.251 and 25.1585). 1. Section 25.- 
251(c) would be amended and a new 
§ 25.251(d) would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.251 Vibration and buffeting. 


= > . > . 


(c) There may be no perceptible buf- 
feting condition in straight flight at any 
speed up to Vuo/Mwmo, except that stall 
warning buffeting is allowable. 

(d) With the airplane in the criuse 
configuration, the positive maneuvering 
load factors at which the onset of per- 
ceptible buffeting occurs must be deter- 
mined for the ranges of airspeed or Mach 
Number, weight, and altitude for which 
the airplane is to be certificated, except 
that load factors greater than the struc- 
tural limitations need not be investi- 
gated. The envelopes of load factor, 
speed, altitude, and weight must pro- 
vide a sufficient range of speeds and load 
factors for normal operations. Probable 
inadvertent excursions beyond the 
boundaries of the buffet onset envelopes 
must not result in unsafe conditions. 


2. Section 25.1585 would be amended 
by amending the title and by adding a 
new paragraph (c) to read as follows: 


§ 25.1585 Operating procedures 
information. 


and 


* * * * + 


(c) The buffet onset envelopes deter- 
mined under § 25.251 must be furnished. 


‘Explanation. Section 25.251(c) re- 
quires that there be no buffeting in nor- 
mal--flight severe enough to interfere 
with the control of the airplane, to cause 
excessive fatigue to the crew, or to cause 
structural damage; however, the present 
regulations do not require the deter- 
mination of the combinations of weights, 
altitudes, speeds, and load factors at 
which incipient low and high speed 
buffeting occurs. Service experience has 
shown that these data, commonly re- 
ferred to as the Operation V-—N envelope, 
are a valuable aid to the pilot since it 
provides the information he needs to 
avoid the buffet range at low speeds 
when the airplane is in a holding pat- 
tern and at high altitudes where the 
speed range between the occurrence of 
low and high speed buffeting is small. 
The proposal would require the deter- 
mination of buffet boundary envelopes 
at which the onset of perceptible buffet- 
ing occurs for the cruise configuration 
and that the data be included in the 
Airplane Flight Manual. The proposal 
would also eliminate the uncertainty 
in § 25.251(c) caused by the use of the 
terms “normal flight” and “excessive 
fatigue”, and the redundant require- 
ments concerning structural damage 
which is covered by § 25.251(a) and con- 
trollability which is covered in other sec- 
tions, including § 25.143. Buffeting is 
considered to be a warning to the pilot 
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that the airplane is approaching an un- 
desirable and eventually dangerous 
flight regime, i.e., stall buffeting, high 
speed buffeting, or manetivering (load 
factor) buffeting. Therefore, in straight 
flight, such buffet warning should not 
occur at any normal operating speed up 
to Vuo/Mso. Stall warning buffeting 
would, of course, continue to be per- 
mitted to enable compliance with 
§ 25.207. 

Proposal 9. Warning, caution, and ad- 
visory lights (new § 25.1322). New 
§ 25.1322 would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.1322 Warning, caution, and ad- 
visory lights. 

If warning, caution, or advisory lights 
are used, they must be— 

(a) Red, for warning lights (lights in- 
dicating a hazard requiring immediate 
corrective action) ; 

(b) Amber, for caution lights (lights 
indicating the possible need for future 
corrective action) ; 

(c) Green, for safe operation; and 

(d) Other colors, including white, for 
advisory lights (lights used solely for in- 
formation not indicating the need for 
corrective action). 


Explanation. The use of lights on air- 
planes as sources of information is be- 
coming common. It is believed that color 
standardization is necessary for safety. 
Color standardization requirements were 
recently included in Parts 27 and 29 and 
have a proposed in Notice 67-14 for 
Part 2 


ene 10. Miscellaneous clarifying 
amendments—(1) Accelerate-stop dis- 
tance (§25.109). Section 25.109(a) 
would be deleted and § 25.109 (b) and (c) 
would be redesignated, respectively, as 
§ 25.109 (a) and (b) and the definition of 
“accelerate-stop distance” in Part 1, § 1.1 
would be changed to read as follows: 

“Accelerate-stop distance” means the 
distance required to accelerate an air- 
plane from a standing start to a specified 
speed and, assuming faflure of the criti- 
cal engine at the instant that speed (V,) 
is attained, to bring the airplane to a 
stop. 


Explanation. The definition of accel- 
erate-stop distance in § 25.109(a) is repe- 
titious of the definition in § 1.1. More- 
over, the definition in § 1.1 does not fully 
reflect the meaning of this term as it 
is used in all of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (airworthiness and operat- 
ing rules). This proposal would correct 
this situation by deleting the definition 
from § 25.109(a) and by changing the 
definition in § 1.1 to state that acceler- 
ate-stop distance is measured from a 
standing start. 

(2) Take-off distance and takeoff run 
(§25.113). Sections 25.113 (a)(2) and 
(b) (2) would be amended by striking out 
the words “with the engines” and insert- 
ing the words “with all engines” in place 
thereof. 

Explanation. Section 25.113 defines the 
takeoff distance and the takeoff run, each 
of which must be the greater of the two 
distances prescribed in paragraphs (a) 
(1) and (b) (1), and in paragraphs (a) 
(2) and (b) (2), respectively. The first 
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of the two distances is based upon the 
distance determined under § 25.111 which 
assumes a failure of the critical engine. 
The second distance is based upon a dis- 
tance determined by a procedure con- 
sistent with § 25.111 but with all engines 
operating. The requirements for deter- 
mining the distance in paragraphs (a) 
(2) and (b) (2) has been questioned since 
reference is made to § 25.111 which speci- 
fies failure of the critical engine. The 
proposal would make it clear that these 
distances are determined by procedures 
consistent with § 25.111 but with all the 
engines operating. 

(3) Longitudinal control (§ 25.145). 
Section 25.145(b) (6) would be amended 
by striking out the words “airspeeds be- 
tween 1.1V.,, and 1.7V.:, or Vrz, which- 
ever is less” and inserting the words “air- 
speeds between 1.1V.: and either 1.7Va 
or Vre”’, whichever is lower. 

Explanation. Section 25.145(b) (6) 
specifies that the airplane must obtain 
and maintain trim speeds between 1.1Va 
and 1.7V.: or Vrz, whichever is less. The 
phrase “whichever is less” may not be 
clear in its application to the speed cri- 
teria, and the proposal would clarify the 
requirement. 

(4) Directional stability and cross 
component of wind velocities (§§ 25.233 
and 25.237) .1. Section 25.233(a) would be 
amended by striking out the words “cross 
wind component” and inserting the words 
“90° cross component of wind” in place 
thereof. 

. 2. Section 25.237 would be amended 
y— 

(a) Inserting the figure “90°” between 
the words “a” and “cross component” in 
§ 25.237(a) ; 

(b) Striking out the words “lateral 
wind component” and inserting the words 
“90° cross component of wind velocity” 
in place thereof in § 25.237(b) (1). 

Explanation. Sections 25.233(a), 25.237 
(a) and 25.237(b) use different terms in 
referring to a “90° cross component of 
wind velocity”. The proposal would stand- 
ardize the reference for the purpose of 
consistency and clarity. 

(5) High speed _ characteristics 
(§ 25.253) . Section 25.253(a) (2) would be 
amended by striking out the word “al- 
titude” and inserting the word “attitude” 
in place thereof. 

Explanation. The proposal would cor- 
rect a typographical error. 


AIRFRAME PROPOSALS 


Proposal 1. Weight limits (§§ 25.25(a), 
25.473(a) (1) (iii), 25.489, 25.493 (a) and 
(bo), 25.509(a) (3), 25.523(a), 25.531(b), 
and 25.533 (b)(1) and (b)(2)). 1. Sec- 
tion 25.25(a) would be amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 25.25 Weight limits. 


(a) Mazimum weights. Maximum 
weights corresponding to the airplane 
operating conditions (such as ramp, 
ground or water taxi, takeoff, en route, 
and landing), environmental conditions 
(such as altitude and temperature), and. 
loading conditions (such as zero fuel 
weight, center of gravity position and 
weight distribution) must be established 
so that they are not more than— 


(1) The highest weight selected by 
the applicant for the particular condi- 
tions; or 

(2) The highest weight at which com- 
pliante with each applicable structural 
loading and flight requirement is shown, 
except that for airplanes equipped with 
standby power rocket engines the maxi- 
mum weight must not be more than the 
highest weight established in accordance 
with Appendix E of this Part. 


* * * a * 


2. Section 25.473(a) (1) (iii) would be 
amended by striking out the words “taxi- 
ing conditions and”. 

3. Section 25.489 would be amended 
by striking out the words “design take- 
off weight” in the first sentence and 
inserting the words “design ramp weight 
(the maximum weight for ground han- 
dling conditions)” in place thereof. 

4. Section 25.493 (a) and (b) would be 
amended by striking out the words “de- 
sign takeoff weight” in the first sentence 
of each paragraph and inserting the 
words “design ramp weight” in place 
thereof. 

5. Section 25.509(a)(3) would be 
amended by striking out the words “de- 
sign maximum takeoff weight” in the 
leadin sentence and inserting the words 
“design ramp weight” in place thereof. 

6. Section 25.523(a) would be amend- 
ed by striking out the words “the design 
takeoff weight” and inserting the words 
“the design water takeoff weight (the 
maximum weight for water taxi and 
takeoff run)” in place thereof. 

7. Section 25.531(b) would be amend- 
ed by amending the definition of “W” 
to read “design water takeoff weight in 
pounds”. 

8. Section 25.533 (b)(1) and (b) (2) 
would be amended by amending the defi- 
nition of “Vs,” by inserting the word 
“water” between the word “design” and 
the word “takeoff”. 


Explanation. Section 25.25 defines the 
two basic type certification weights: 
Maximum weight and minimum weight. 
A new weight has come into use known 
as “ramp weight” which is higher than 
the currently defined maximum weight. 
The p would incorporate “ramp 
weight” into the regulations and would 
require applicants to establish the maxi- 
mum ramp weight, zero fuel weight, 
maximum takeoff weight, maximum 
landing weight and other maximum 
weights which are limited by structural 
or flight requirements. The definition of 
“design takeoff weight” in ground load 
conditions would also be revised since 
the ground handling conditions would be 
applied considering design ramp weight. 
Appropriate revisons would also be made 
to the water load requirements. 

Proposal 2. Flight loads measurement 
(§ 25.301(b)). Section 25.301(b) would 
be amended by inserting at the end 
thereof a new senténce reading as fol- 
lows: “Methods used to determine load 
intensities and distribution must be val- 
idated by flight load measurement un- 
less the methods used for determining 
— — conditions are shown to be 
reliable.” 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 164——THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1968 











Explanation. New designs and operat- 
ing systems present new problems in 
evaluating loads where comparative data 
does not exist. The proposal would re- 
quire flight load measurements in those 
cases where other methods of predicting 
load intensities and distribution are not 
reliable. This requirement would repre- 
sent a significant contribution to safety 
since new designs often entail regimes 
of flight or have a configuration for 
which there has not been sufficient 
knowledge to predict loads accurately. 

Proposal 3. Factor of safety (§ 25.303). 
Section 25.303 would be amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 25.303 Factor of safety. 


Unless otherwise specified, a factor 
of safety of 1.5 must be applied to the 
prescribed limit loads which are con- 
sidered external loads on the structure. 
When a loading condition is prescribed 
in terms of ultimate loads, a factor of 
safety need not be applied unless other- 
wise specified. 


Explanation. Section 25.301(a) of Sub- 
part C defines “ultimate loads” as limit 
loads multiplied by prescribed factors 
of safety, and § 25.303 requires that “Un- 
less otherwise provided, a factor of safety 
of 1.5 must be used.” Some loading con- 
ditions in Subpart C of the regulations 
are specified in terms of ultimate loads 
(e.g., crash load, conditions), and in 
those cases, limit loads are not consid- 
ered. and the 1.5 factor does not apply. 
However, in other Subparts of the regu- 
lations a safety factor is applied to the 
prescribed ultimate loads (e.g., seat and 
belt attachments) . In addition, questions 
have arisen as to whether or not the pre- 
scribed safety factor must be applied to 
the external loads (e.g., air loads and 
ground reactions) or may be applied to 
the internal stresses corresponding to 
the prescribed limit loads. In some types 
of structural elements the stress does 
not vary linearly with the external loads 
and the factor of safety should be applied 
to the external loads. The proposal would 
make it clear that a factor of safety of 
1.5 must be applied to the prescribed limit 
loads which are considered as external 
loads on the structure unless it is other- 
wise specified, and that when a loading 
condition is prescribed in terms of “ulti- 
mate loads” a factor of safety need not 
be applied unless it is specifically 
required. 

Proposal 4. Deflection effects on ulti- 
mate strength and dynamic response to 
turbulence (§ 25.305 (b) and new (d)). 
1. Section 25.305(b) would be amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.305 Strength and deformation. 


(b) The structure must be able to 
support ultimate loads without failure 
for at least 3 seconds. However, when 
proof of strength is shown by dynamic 
tests simulating actual load conditions, 
the 3-second limit does not apply. Static 
tests conducted to ultimate load must 
include the ultimate deflections and ulti- 
mate deformation induced by the load- 
ing. When analytical methods are used 
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to show compliance with the ultimate 
load strength requirements, it must be 
shown that— 

(I) The effects of deformation are not 
significant; 

(2) The deformations involved are 
fully accounted for in the analysis; or 

(3) The methods and assumptions 
used are sufficient to cover the effects of 
these deformations. 


2. A new § 25.305(d) would be added 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.305 Strength and deformation. 


* . > : * 


(d) The dynamic response of the air- 
plane to vertical and lateral continuous 
turbulence must be accounted for. 


Explanation. In substantiating the 
strength of a structure to sustain ulti- 
mate load, it is necessary that deflection 
induced by such a loading be taken into 
consideration in order to obtain a realis- 
tic determination. The present require- 
ments provide for defiection at the limit 
load but not at ultimate load. When 
ultimate loads are applied in a test, the 
deformation induced in the structure is 
inherent and the introduction of addi- 
tional restraints to restrict or control 
these deflections is unrealistic because 
the restraints change the stress distribu- 
tion on the component. Furthermore, to 
permit an applicant who elects to use 
analytical methods of substantiation to 
neglect ultimate deflections would make 
this method of compliance less conserva- 
tive in some instances than the method 
involving demonstration by tests. The 
proposal would require tonsideration of 
deflections greater than limit deflections 
for ultimate loading conditions. 

Service experience has shown that 
dynamic response to turbulence has a 
very significant effect on structural in- 
tegrity and safety. The present require- 
ments with regard to dynamic response 
to turbulence are not definitive in that 
they cover structural flexibility but not 
rigid body modes. From a load’s point of 
view, the response of the airplane to tur- 
bulence in a combination of significant 
rigid body and elastic modes can be ade- 
quately handled only by consideration 
of continuous rather than the discrete 
gust model of turbulence. The pro- 
posal would require that transport cate- 
gory aircraft be designed for continuous 
turbulence. 

Proposal 5. Use of material correction 
factors in proof of structure (new § 25.- 
307(d)). Section 25.307 would be 
amended by adding the following new 
paragraph (d): 


§ 25.307 Proof of structure. 


(ad) When static or dynamic tests are 
used to show compliance with the re- 
quirements of § 25.305(b) for flight struc- 
tures, appropriate material correction 
factors must be applied to the test re- 
sults, unless the structure, or part there- 
of, being tested has failsafe features such 
that a number of elements contribute to 
the total strength of the structure. 
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Explanation. In substantiating the 
structural strength of airplane com- 
ponents by test methods, failure to ac- 
count for material variability may re- 
sult in test data that is not representa- 
tive with respect to the minimum 
strength of production units of the same 
model (type design). In order to avoid 
any misunderstandings regarding the use 
of material correction factors, the pro- 
posal would set forth the requirement 
in a separate paragraph under the 
strength and deformation section of the 
regulations. 

Proposal 6. Flight loads, General (§ 25.- 
321(b) (2)). Section 25.321(b) (2) would 
be amended by inserting the following 
phrase before the semicolon: “appropri- 
ate to each particular flight load 
condition”’. 


Explanation. Section 25.321(b) (2) re- 
quires compliance with the flight load re- 
quirements to be shown at each weight 
from the design minimuth weight to the 
design maximum weight. The intent of 
the regulation is to require proof of com- 
pliance at the design weights appropriate 
to each particular flight load condition, 
and the proposal would clearly state this 
intent. 

Proposal 7. Equilibrium forces in flight 
maneuver and gust conditions (§ 25.- 
331(a)). 1. Section 25.331(a) (2) and (3) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.331 General. 


(a) Procedure. * * * 

(2) The significant forces acting on 
the airplane must be placed in equilib- 
rium in 4 rational or conservative man- 
ner. The linear inertia forces must be 
considered in equilibrium with thrust 
and all aerodynamic loads, while the 
angular (pitching) inertia forces must 
be considered in equilibrium with 
thrust and all aerodynamic moments, in- 
cluding moments due to loads on com- 
ponents such as tail surfaces and na- 
celles. Critical thrust values in the range 
from zero to maximum continuous thrust 
must be considered. 


(3) Where the sudden displacement 
of a control is specified, the assumed 
rate of displacement need not exceed 
the rate that could be applied by the 
pilot, or the maximum output of the 
control system, whichever is less. 


2. Paragraph (a) (4) of § 25.331 would 
be amended by inserting at the end 
thereof the following new sentence: 
“Maneuvers must consider the airplane 
in trimmed flight and for out-of-trim 
configurations which may occur during 
the mistrim conditions specified in 
§ 25.253.” 


Explanation. Safety requires that all 
thrust and component aerodynamic mo- 
ments be considered in flight maneuver 
and gust conditions. However, the cur- 
rent requirements of § 25.331(a)(2) do 
not include an analysis of engine or pro- 
peller thrust or aerodynamic moments 
due to nacelles and other auxiliary 
mounted aerodynamic bodies. The pro- 
posal would require consideration of all 
thrust and component aerodynamic 
moments. 


The control displacement provision of 
§ 25.331(a) (3) does not take into account 
the situation where the control system 
output is less than the rate that can be 
applied by the pilot, and the proposal, 
consistent with the intent of the require- 
ments, would provide for that situation. 

Service experience on a number of jet 
transport category airplanes indicates 
that maneuvers within the design en- 
velope, while in out-of-trim configura- 
tions, occur sufficiently often to warrant 
investigation of the airplane’s maneuver 
stability and control characteristics in 
out-of-trim configurations. During flight 
tests and normal service, airplanes are 
maneuvered while the airplane is out- 
of-trim and the proposed amendment to 
§ 25.331(a) (4) would require the air- 
plane to be designed structurally for 
the loads which result from maneuvers in 
this configuration. 

Proposal 8. Limit maneuvering load 
factor (§ 25.337(b)). Section 25.337(b) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.337 Limit maneuvering load iac- 
tors. 
+ om * = 7. 
(b) The positive limit maneuvering 


load factor “n” for any speed up to Vp 


24,000 
may not be less than 214( 510.000 


except that ‘“‘n” may not be less than 2.5 
and need not be greater than 3.8—where 
“Ww” is the design maximum takeoff 
weight. 


Explanation. In normal operations 
smaller airplanes are exposed to higher 
load factor maneuvers than larger air- 
planes. This has been consistently recog- 
nized by designers of small transport 
category airplanes in their choice of 
maneuver load factors higher than the 
minimum currently specified. At the 
time the current requirements were 
adopted, it was believed that considera- 
tion of the requirements of small trans- 
port category airplanes was academic. 
However, recent design trends indicate 
that this type airplane may have a sig- 
nificant role in aviation, and the pro- 
posal would refiect the necessity for the 
higher maneuver load factors for smaller 
airplanes. The proposed variation of load 
factor with weight is consistent with 
the requirements of Part 23 of the 
regulations. 

Proposal 9. Rolling conditions 
(§ 25.349(b)). Section 25.349(b) would 
be amended by striking out the words 
“greater load factor” and inserting the 
words “critical load” in place thereof. 

Explanation. Section 25.349(b) re- 
quires unsymmetrical gusts to be con- 
sidered by modiyfing the symmetrical 
flights conditions B’ or C’, whichever 
produces the “greater load factor.” The 
intent of the requirement is to require 
investigation of unsymmetrical gusts 
with regard to the “critical load”, and 
the proposal would conform the language 
of the requirement to this intent. 

Proposal 10. Yawing conditions 
(§ 25.351(a) (1)). Section 25.351(a) (1) 
would be amended by striking out the 
words “whichever is critical”. 
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Explanation. In order to establish 
compliance with the intent of the design 
requirements for yawing conditions 
specified in § 25.351(a) (1), it is sufficient 
to design for either surface deflection in- 
duced by a 300-pound rudder pedal force 
or deflection associated with the surface 
stops, whichever is less. The proposal 
would eliminate the words “whichever is 
critical” in order to clearly set forth the 
intent of the design requirement. 

Proposal 11. Engine torque (§ 25.361 
(a) (3)). Section 25.361(a) (3) would be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 25.361 Engine torque. 

(a) = * - 

(3) For turbopropeller installations, 
in addition to the conditions specified in 
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this para- 
graph, the limit engine torque corre- 
sponding to takeoff power and propeller 
speed, multiplied by a factor accounting 
for propeller control system malfunction, 
including quick feathering, acting simul- 
taneously with lg level flight loads. In 
the absence of a rational analysis, a 
factor of 1.6 must be used. 

Explanation. In the pending Part 23 
review (Notice 67-14) a proposal to 
amend § 23.361(a)(3) has been made 
which is similar to current § 25.361(a) (3) 
except that it takes into consideration 
propeller control system malfunction, in- 
cluding quick feathering, and also per- 
mits the use of a rational analysis in lieu 
of a factor of 1.6. The reasons for amend- 
ing § 23.361(a) (3) also apply to § 25.361 
(a) (3) and under the proposals the re- 
quirements would be identical. 

* Proposal 12. Side load on engine mount 
(§ 25.363). Seetion 25.363(a) (2) would 
be amended by inserting the words and 
reference “as prescribed in § 25.333(b)” 
at the end of the subparagraph. 

Explanation. The proposal would make 
an editorial correction to complete the 
reference. 

Proposal 13. Spoiler design and instal- 
lation (§§ 25.335, 25.395(a), 25.697, and 
25.699). 1. Section 25.335 would be 
amended by adding a new § 25.335(f) 
reading as follows: a 


§ 25.335 Design airspeeds. 
7 > > = > 

(f) Design drag device speeds, Von. 
The selected design speed for each drag 
device must be sufficiently greater than 
the speed recommended for the opera- 
tion of the device to allow for probable 
variations in speed control. For drag de- 
vices intended for use in high speed de- 
scents, Vop may not be less than Vb. 
When an automatic drag device position- 
ing or load limiting means is used, the 
speeds and corresponding drag device 
positions programed or allowed by the 
automatic means must be used for design. 

2. Section 25.395(a) would be amended 
by striking out the words “Elevator, aile- 
ron, and rudder” and inserting the 


words “Longitudinal, lateral, directional 
and drag” in place thereof. 

3. Section 25.697 would be amended 
to read as follows: 
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§ 25.697 Lift and drag devices, controls. 


(a) Each lift device control must be 
designed so that the pilots can place the 
device in any takeoff, en route, approach, 
or landing position established under 
§ 25.47. Lift and drag devices must main- 
tain the selected positions, except for 
movement produced by an automatic po- 
sitioning or load limiting device, without 
further attention by the pilots. 

(b) The lift and drag device controls 
must be designed and located to make 
inadvertent operation improbable. 

(c) The rate of motion of the surfaces 
in response to the operation of the con- 
trol and the characteristics of the auto- 
matic positioning or load limiting device 
must give satisfactory flight and per- 
formance characteristics under steady or 
changing conditions of airspeed, engine 
power, and airplane attitude. 

(ad) The lift device control must be 
designed to retract the surfaces from the 
fully extended position, during steady 
flight at maximum continuous engine 


power at any speed below V,r-+9.0 
(knots). 


4. Section 25.699 would be amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.699 Lift and drag device indicator. 


(a) There must be means to indicate 
to the pilots the positions of the lift 
or drag devices on each side of the air- 
plane, or to indicate any unsymmetrical 
system operation to the pilots. 

(b) There must be means to indicate 
to the pilots the takeoff, en route, ap- 
proach, and landing lift device positions. 

(c) If any extension of the lift and 
drag devices beyond the landing posi- 
tion is possible, the controls must be 
clearly marked to identify this range of 
extension. 


Explanation. The present control sys- 
tem requirements do not specifically 
cover high drag devices or high lift 
devices (such as slots, spoilers, and slats) 
other than trailing edge flaps. Since such 
devices are used extensively and involve 
safety of flight, the proposal would es- 
tablish requirements to cover all high 
drag and high lift devices, including the 
requirement that the controls for these 
devices and the means to indicate their 
position be designed so that the control 
can be operated by the pilots and their 
position will be indicated to the pilots. 
The proposal would also require means to 
indicate ee since serv- 
ice experience has this to be a fac- 
tor of safety, and would increase the 
speed from Vr+8.5 to Vr+9.0 knots at 
which the lift device control must be 
designed to retract the surfaces. 

Proposal 14. Primary control system 
loads (§ 25.395(b)). Section 25.395(b) 
would be amended by inserting in the. 
first sentence after the word “automatic” 
and before the word “devices” the words 
“or power”; and by striking out of the 
second sentence the words “considering 
jamming, around gusts, taxiing tail to 
wind, control inertia, and friction’. 

Ezplanation. Section 25.395(b) speci- 
fies the maximum and minimum accept- 
able design loads for control systems. The 











intent of the second sentence is to provide 
a control system of sufficient ruggedness 
for service use. The references to ground 
gusts and ‘taxiing tail to wind are un- 

necessary and superfluous since § 25.415 

contains specific requirements for these 

loads, and control inertia and friction 
loads are axiomatic and need not be spec- 
ified. The inclusion of “jamming” has 
raised the question of whether or not 
complete immobility of a control is re- 

quired. In addition it is possible that, in 
some systems, it may be conducive to 
greater safety to permit failure of a 
jammed load path and, thereby, allow use 
of another load path. The proposal would 
delete these references from § 25.395(b) 

and “jamming” is included in Proposal 32 
dealing with failsafe design of control 
systems. 

Proposal 15. Ground loads, general 
(§ 25.471). 1. Paragraph (b) would be 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following new sentence: 

“Fore and aft, vertical and lateral air- 
plane centers of gravity must be con- 
sidered. Lateral displacements of the c.g. 
from the airplane centerline which would 
result from passenger or cargo disposition 
within the fuselage or from unsym- 
metrical fuel loading or fuel usage, and 
which would not cause more than a 3- 
percent increase of the ground loads 
under symmetrical loading conditions 
need not be considered. Appropriate load- 
ing instructions must be included under 
the provisions of § 25.1583(c) (1) when it 
is necessary to maintain the lateral c.g. 
within design limits.” 

2. Paragraph (c) would be deleted. 

3. Paragraph (d) would be redesig- 
nated as paragraph (c) and would be 
amended by editorially correcting the 
reference to “Figure 1 of Appendix A” 
by deleting the parentheses. 

Explanation. Section 25.471(b) re- 
quires the applicant to select airplane 
centers of gravity, which produce the 
maximum design loads in each landing 
gear element. During recent years, and 
particularly with respect to cargo air- 
craft designs, administrative difficulties 
have arisen relative to accounting for 
sidewise or lateral positions of the air- 
plane center of gravity. The narrower 
tread of jet aircraft increases the sig- 
nificance of small sidewise displaced 
c.g.’s relative to landing gear load dis- 
tribution. The general practice has been 
to ignore small lateral c.g. loading con- 
ditions which might occur during actual 
operation due to the variable disposition 
of disposable loads resulting from the in- 
terior arrangements of passenger or car- 
go or from unequal fuel loading or usage. 
A random distribution of passenger and 
cargo weight and attendant lateral c.g. 
deviation is believed to result in insignifi- 
cant structural load effects, however, 
when fixed major items of weight, such 
as spare engine parts or fuel storage, 
create large sideward displaced loadings, 
it is reasonable to design for the result- 
ant asymmetrical loads. The proposal 
would provide for some small tolerance 
of sideward c.g. displacement in order 
to assist administration of this rule. Sec- 
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tion 25.471(c) is surplusage and would 
be deleted. 

Proposal 16. Ground conditions and 
assumptions (§ 25.473(a)(2)). Section 
25.473(a) (2) would be amended by strik- 
ing out the words “A wing” and inserting 
the word “Airplane” in place thereof. 


Explanation. The present wording of 
§ 25.473(a)(2) permits the assumption 
that wing lift, not in excess of airplane 
weight, acts during the prescribed design 
landing conditions. The intent of the re- 
quirement is to permit an assumption of 
equilibrium of forces between lift and 
weight, thus the rule should refer to air- 
plane lift since the sum of the wing, tail, 
and other aerodynamic surface lift’ pro- 
vides the total airplane lift. The proposal 
would make the intent and the language 
of the requirement clear. 

Proposal 17. Level landing conditions 
for airplanes with tail wheels (§ 25.479 
(d) ). Section 25.479(d) would be amend- 
ed by striking out the reference “para- 
graph (a)” and inserting the reference 
“paragraphs (a) through (c)” in place 
thereof. 


Explanation. During recodification, the 
requirements in former CAR 4b.231(a) 
were placed in § 25.479 (a) through (c), 
and the proposal would correct para- 
graph (d) to reference these paragraphs. 

Proposal 18. Nose-wheel yaw (§ 25.499 
(b), (c), and (d)). 1. Section 25.499(b) 
would be amended by amending the lead- 
in sentence by inserting after the words 
“fuselage structure” the words “forward 
of the center of gravity”. 

2. Section 25.499(c) would be amended 
by striking out the reference “paragraph 
(a)”? and inserting the reference “para- 
graph (b)” in place thereof. 

3. Section 25.499(d) would be amended 
by striking out the phrase “for the land- 
ing gear and airplane structure” and in- 
serting the phrase “For other than the 
nose gear, its attaching structure, and 
the forward fuselage structure” in place 
thereof. 


Explanation. Section 25.499 (b), (c), 
and (d) prescribes the design loads for 
the structure resulting from the applica- 
tion of the main gear brakes on one side 
of the aircraft. Misunderstandings have 
arisen in interpreting the applicability of 
paragraph (d) of § 25.499 to paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of that section. The intent 
of Amendment 4b-12 (May 1962) was to 
revise the nose wheel condition in for- 
mer CAR 4b.235(e) to retain the coeffi- 
cient of friction of 0.8 as the base of de- 
sign loads for the nose gear and its sup- 
porting structure. The loads for the main 
gear and other structure were made con- 
sistent with the basic braking condition. 
Change 1 would make it clear that § 25.- 
499(b) applies to the structures direct- 
ly affected by the nose gear loading con- 
dition, i.e., the nose gear, its attaching 
structure and the “fuselage structure for- 
ward of the center of gravity”; change 
2 would correct &n error in referencing; 
and change 3 would make it clear that 
the relieving allowances of § 25.499(d) 
apply to other than the nose gear, its 
attaching structure and the forward 
fuselage structure. 

Proposal 19. Water loads ($§ 25.527, 
25.531, 25.533, and 25.535). 1. Section 
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25.527(b) (3) would be amended by 
amending the value of “Vso” by adding 
the words “in knots” after the word 
“speed”’. 

2. Section 25.531(b) would be amended 
by amending the definition of “Va” by 
adding the unit of measure “(knots)” 
after the word “speed”. 

3. Section 25.533 would be amended by 
amending the definition of “Vs.” in para- 
graphs (b)(1) and (b) (2) and the defi- 
nition of “Vso” in paragraph (c)(1) by 
adding the unit of measure “(Knots)” 
after the word “speed” in each of the 
definitions; and by amending the defini- 
tion of “P,.” in paragraph (b)(1), the 
definition of “P..” in paragraph (b) (2) 
and the definition of “P” in paragraph 
(c)(1) by adding the unit of measure 
“(psi)” after the word “pressure” in 
each definition. 

4. Section 25.535 would be amended by 
amending the definition of “L” in para- 
graph (b) by adding the unit of measure 
“(Ibs)” after the word “load”; by amend- 
ing the definition of “Vso” in paragraphs 
(b) and (f) by adding the unit of meas- 
ure “(knots)” after the word “speed”; 
by amending the definition of “Q” in 
paragraph (f) by adding the unit of 
measure “(slugs/ft*)” after the word 
“water”; and by amending the definition 
of “V” in paragraph (f) by adding the 
unit of measure “(ft*)” after the word 
“float”. 


Explanation. These sections of the reg- 
ulations pertaining to water loads con- 
tain formulae defining the terms used 
in the equations set forth in those sec- 
tions. Many of the definitions omit the 
units of measure and a burden is imposed 
upon applicants to secure, and upon the 
FAA to provide, this information. The 
proposal would include the units of meas- 
ure in the definitions in order to make 
this information readily available to 
applicants. 

Proposal 20. Hull and main float land- 
ing conditions (§§ 25.529(a) (1), 25.525 
(b) and Part 37, § 37.192 (TSO-C27)). 1. 
Section 25.529(a) (1) would be amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.529 Hull and main float landing 


conditions. 

(a) Symmetrical step, bow, and stern 
landings. * * * 

(1) For symmetrical step loadings, the 
resultant water load must be applied at 
the keel, through the centroid of the 
water load which is distributed over the 
hull or float bottom from the step for- 
ward on the forebody using the distrib- 
uted pressures of § 25.533(c), and must 
be directed perpendicularly to the keel 
line. 

> + 7 « * 

2. Section 25:525(b) would be amended 
by striking the reference “§ 25.533(b)” 
and inserting the reference “§ 25.533(c)” 
in place ‘thereof. 

3. Part 37, § 37.192 (TSO-C27) would 
be amenced by adding a new § 37.192 
(b) (2) (iil) to read as follows: 


§ a Twin seaplane floats—TSO— 
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(b) * *¢ ft 

(2) Exceptions. * * * 

(iii) Section 4.3.3.1 Step landing: For 
symmetrical step loadings the resultant 
water load must be applied at the keep 
through the centroid of the water load 
which is distributed over the float bottom 
from the step forward on the forebody 
using the distributed pressures of 4.3.4.2 
(a) and must be directed perpendicularly 
to the keel line. The magnitude of load 
shall be that corresponding to the limit 
load factor given by 4.3.3(a) but shall 
not be less than that corresponding to a 
load factor of 2.33. 


z * * * * 


Explanation. Section 25.529(a) (1) de- 
scribes the manner of applying the limit 
water reaction for the step landing con- 
dition and requires that the resultant 
water loads be applied through the cen- 
ter of gravity of the aircraft. The FAA 
believes that a single step limit water re- 
action should be sufficient for adequate 
design and that the current specification 
is overly burdensome with no real con- 
tribution to safety. Only single load ap- 
plications for the bow and stern landings 
are required by the regulations and por- 
tions of the load application locations 
based on the position of the center of 
gravity are not applicable since their fore 
and aft position is behind the step or too 
near the forward end of the step to de- 
velop the necessary water reaction using 
distributed water pressure loadings. A 
combination of the currently specified 
single bow and single stern landing load 
application and a single step landing load 
application should provide an adequate 
design envelope for forebody bending 
loads, aft body bending loads, and maxi- 
mum vertical shear loadins for the hull. 
The situation parallels that of the ground 
loading cases where 3-point, level, and 
tail-down landing cases provide a design 
envelope for all likely landing pitch at- 
titudes. The proposal would require a 
single step loading application point near 
the step using the distributed pressures 
of § 25.533(c). Part 37, § 37.192(TSO- 
C27) would be changed accordingly, and 
the reference in § 25.525(b) to “§ 25.533 
(b)” would be changed to “25.533(c)”. 

Proposal 21. Application of inertia 
forces—emergency landing conditions 
($ 25.561(b)). Section 25.561(b) (3) 
would be amended by inserting the words 
% separately”, after the word 
“forces” in the leadin sentence. 


Explanation. The proposal would make 
it clear that the ultimate inertia forces 
are considered to act separately relative 
to the surrounding structure. 

Proposal 22. Fatigue evaluation of 
flight structure (pressurized doors) 
(§§ 25.571 and 25.783). 1. Section 25.571 
would be amended by striking out the 
closing subparagraph of paragraph (c) 
and by adding a new paragraph (e) to 
read as follows: 


§ 25.571 Fatigue evaluation of flight 
structure. 


o * + . 7 
(e) The loads prescribed in paragraph 
(c) of this section must be multiplied by 
a@ factor of 1.15 unless the dynamic ef- 
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fects of failure under static load are 
otherwise considered. In addition, the 
following apply— 

(1) For a pressurized cabin, the nor- 
mal operating pressures combined with 
the expected external aerodynamic pres- 
sures must be applied simultaneously 
with the flight loading conditions speci- 
fied in paragraph (c) of this section; and 

(2) The combined pressures set forth 
in subparagraph (1) of this paragraph 
multiplied by a factor of 1.33 must be ap- 
plied to the pressurized cabin without 
any other load. . 

2. Section 25.783 (b) and (f) would 
be amended by inserting the words “or 
failure of a single structural element” 
after the words “mechanical failure” in 
each paragraph. 

Explanation. A recent pressurized door 
failure highlighted the fact that current 
§ 25.571 requires that failsafe pressurized 
structures in the damaged condition sup- 
port only normal operating pressures 
(with no safety factor) in conjunction 
with flight loads. While this is satisfac- 
tory when flight loads are the dominant 
loading condition, it does not provide 
an adequate safety margin on damaged 
structure that is primarily loaded by 
pressure loads. Furthermore, the require- 
ment of § 25.783 that means be provided 
to prevent personnel, service, and cargo 
external doors from opening in flight as 
result of a mechanical failure has been 
interpreted to apply only to failures of 
the latching mechanism. Thus, it is ap- 
plicable only to outward opening doors 
which have latching mechanisms and 
not to pressurized plug doors which are 
supported by the structure. Proposed 
Change 1 would revise § 25.571 to require 
an adequate safety margin for the fa- 
tigue evaluation conditions, and pro- 
posed Change 2 would revise § 25.783 (b) 
and (f) to require doors that would not 
open in flight as a result of a failure of 
any single structural element. 

Proposal 23. Lightning strike evalua- 
tion (new § 25.581). 1. A new center 


heading entitled “Lightning Evaluation” - 


would be added following § 25.573. 

2. A new § 25.581, following the above 
new center heading, would be added to 
read as follows: 


§ 25.581 Lightning protection of struc- 
ture. 


(a) The airplane must be protected 
against catastrophic effects from light- 
ning. 

(b) For metallic components, compli- 
ance with paragraph (a) of this section 
may be shown by— 

(1) Bonding the components properly 
to the airframe; or 

(2) Designing the components so that 
a strike will not endanger the airplane. 

(c) For nonmetallic components, com- 
pliance with paragraph (a) of this sec- 
tion may be shown by— 

(1) Designing the components to mini- 
mize the effect of a strike; or 

(2) Incorporating acceptable means 
of diverting the resulting electrical cur- 
rent so as not to endanger the airplane. 

3. Section 25.1369 would be deleted. 


Explanation. Economically practical 
means of protecting aircraft from the 
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hazardous effects of lightning strikes 
have been under study for several years. 
In order to prevent undue dictation of 
design, and yet, on the other hand, avoid 
an unnecessarily vague standard, this 
proposal summarizes the design objec- 
tives derived from the studies and expe- 
rience cbtained in the field of lightning 
protection of aircraft structures. This 
same proposal was made in Notice 67-14 
for small airplanes. Section 25.1369 
would be deleted since it would be extra- 
neous and superseded by proposed 
§ 25.581. . 

Proposal 24. Fasteners (§ 25.607). Sec- 
tion 25.607 would be amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.607 Fasteners. 


(a) Each removable bolt, screw, nut, 
pin, or other fastener whose loss could 
preclude continued flight and landing 
within the design limitations of the air- 
craft without exceptional pilot skill or 
strength, or result in reduction of pri- 
mary flight control capability or re- 
sponse, must incorporate two separate 
locking devices. The fastener and its 
locking devices may not be adversely 
affected by the environmental con- 
ditions associated with the particular 
installation. 

(b) No self-locking nut may be used 
on any bolt subject to rotation in oper- 
ation unless a non-friction locking de- 
vice is used in addition to the self-locking 
device. 


Explanation. At the present time it 
is common practice to secure fasteners 
(i.e., bolts, screws, nuts, and pins) with a 
single locking device. Due to a number of 
instances of loss of fastener integrity in- 
volving fasteners installed on rotorcraft, 
Notice 67-49 was published in which it 
was proposed to require two separate 
locking devices on all removable fasteners 
in any installation in which the loss of the 
fastener could jeopardize the safe opera- 
tion of the rotorcraft, and that consider- 
ation must be given to the environmental 
conditions associated with a partic- 
ular fastener in determining the appro- 
priate locking device for that. fastener. 
The National Transportation Safety 
Board has recommended that a similar 
requirement be made applicable to trans- 
port category aircraft with particular 
emphasis on primary control systems, 
and a recent review of the service experi- 
ence with fixed wing aircraft indicates 
that due to maintenance, manufacturing, 
or design errors, a single locking device 
is not adequate in these aircraft for criti- 
cal applications. While the purpose of 
Airframe Proposal 32, supra, is to ensure 
that the airplane is capable of continued 
safe flight and landing after a failure 
in the control system, the loss of a fas- 
tener in a critical location (e.g., a single 
fastener joint) in the primary control 
system can result in reduction of control 
capability. In addition, there are other 
critical applications such as nonfailsafe 
structural joints in which loss of a single 
fastener could preclude continued safe 
flight and landing. The proposal would 
require two separate locking features in 
such applications. The present prohibi- 
tion against the use of self-locking nuts 


on bolts subject to rotation in operation 
would remain in effect for those applica- 
tions where two self-locking devices are 
not required. However, if two self-locking 
devices are required, one of the locking 
devices could be a self-locking nut pro- 
vided the other locking device is a non- 
friction type. 

Proposal 25. Accessibility provisions 
($ 25.611). Section 25.611 would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.611 Accessibility provisions. 


Accessibility must be provided to allow 
inspection (including inspection of prin- 
cipal structural elements and control 
systems), replacement-of parts normally 
requiring replacement, adjustment, and 
lubrication as necessary for continued 
airworthiness. 

Explanation. The present rule re- 
quires means to allow close inspection of 
each part requiring recurring inspection, 
adjustment for proper alignment and 
function or lubrication; however, the 
rule does not clearly express the intent 
that access be provided for inspection of 
principal structural elements. Service ex- 
perience has shown the necessity of ade- 
quate access for inspection and numerous 
Airworthiness Directives have been issued 
in which modifications to provide access 
were required. Furthermore, under the 
present rule the repair and replacement 

of necessary maintenance may be 
impaired by the small size or other in- 
adequacy of the access means, since 
those means need only allow inspection. 
The proposal would require acccessibility 
for inspections and maintenance neces- 
sary for continued airworthiness. 


Proposal 26. Special factors (§ 25.619). 
Section 25.619 would be amended by 
amending the leading sentence to read 
as follows: 


§ 25.619 Special factors. 


The factor of safety prescribed in 
§ 25.303 must be multiplied by the high- 
est pertinent special factor of safety 
prescribed in §§ 25.621 through 25.625 for 
= part of the structure whose strength 


Explanation. The proposal would make 
editorial changes to conform the sec- 
tion to the equivalent requirement of 
other Parts of the regulations. 

Proposal 27. Design properties 
(§25.615(a) (1) and (2)). Section 25.615 
(a) (1) and (2) would be amended by 
inserting the word “when” before the 
word “listea in each subparagraph. 

Explanation. Section 25.615 (a) (1) and 
(a) (2) imply that “A” and “B” values 
must be used whether or not they are 
listed in MIL-HDBK-5 for a particular 
material. The intent of the requirement 
is that these values be used when an ap- 
propriate value is listed in MIL-HDBK-5 
for a particular material. The proposal 
would insert the word “when” immedi- 
ately after the phrase “(A values)” and 
the phrase “(B values)” in § 25.615(a) 
(1) and (2), respectively, in order to clar- 
ify the requirement. 

Proposal 28. Fitting factors (§ 25.625). 
Section 25.625 would be amended by add- 
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ing a new paragraph (d) reading as 
follows: 


§ 25.625 Fitting factors. 


(d) For each seat, berth, safety belt, 
and harness, the fitting factors specified 
in §§ 25.785(i) (3) and 25.1413(c) apply. 


Explanation. The proposal would make 
it clear that the 1.15 fitting factor re- 
quired by this section does not apply to 
seats, berths, safety belts, and harnesses. 

Proposal 29. Flutter and divergence 
prevention (§ 25.629). 1. Section 25.629 
(a) and (b) (1) would be amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 25.629 Flutter, deformation, and fail- 
safe criteria. 


(a) General. Compliance with this 
section must be shown by calculations, 
resonance tests, or other tests found nec- 
essary by the Administrator. Full scale 
flight flutter tests at speeds up to Vo/Mp 
for the critical airplane flutter modes 
must be conducted when— 

(1) Mp is equal or greater than 0.8M; 

(2) The adequacy of flutter analysis 
and wind tunnel tests have not been es- 
tablished by previous experience with 
aircraft having similar design features; 
or 

(3) When modifications to the type 
design have a significant effect on the 
critical flutter modes. 

(b) Flutter and divergence prevention. 
The dynamic evaluation of the airplane 
must include an investigation of the sig- 
nificant elastic, inertia, and aerodynamic 
forces associated with the rotations and 
displacements of the place of the propel- 
ler. In addition, the following apply: 

(1) The airplane must be designed to 
be free from flutter and divergence (un- 
stable structural distortion due to aero- 
dynamic loading) for all combinations 
of altitude and speed encompassed by the 
Vo/Mp versus altitude envelope enlarged 
at all points by an increase of 20 per- 
cent in equivalent airspeed at both con- 
stant Mach Number and constant alti- 
tude, except that Mach effects for Mach 
Numbers greater than 1 need not be in- 
cluded when Mp is less than 1.0 at all de- 
sign altitudes and the following is 
established— 

(i) A proper margin of damping exists 
at all speeds up to Mp; and 

(ii) There is no large and rapid re- 
duction in damping as Mp is approached. 


2. Section 25.629(b) (2) would be de- 
leted and § 25.629(b) (3) would be desig- 
nated § 25.629(b) (2) in place thereof. 

Ezrplanation. Section 25.629(a) re- 
quires that compliance with the flutter, 
deformation, and failsafe criteria of this 
section must be shown by calculations, 
resonance tests, or other tests found 
necessary by the Administrator. The 
state-of-the-art of flutter compliance 
means indicates that full-scale flight 
flutter testing must be performed to ob- 
tain complete assurance that freedom 
from flutter exists in the transonic speed 
range—nominally, speeds between 0.8 
and 1.4M. Modern jet designs have relied 
on this method of final proof of compli- 
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ance. In some cases, however, difficulties 
have been encountered relative to the 
absolute need for these tests when a 
modification is made to the type design. 
The proposal would specify the required 
tests and would also limit their applica- 
bility with regard to modifications to 
those modifications having a significant 
effect on critical flutter modes. 

Section 25.629(b) currently requires a 
safety speed margin for flutter of 1.2Vp. 
The proposal would further clarify and 
extend the scope of this margin to ade- 
quately provide for safety margins at 
transonic speeds. In order to ensure that 
the proposed requirement does not create 
an undue burden, the proposal would not 
require the Mach speed margin to in- 
clude Mach Numbers greater than 1.0 for 
subsonic designs. 

Proposal 30: Loss of control due to bird 
strike damage (new § 25.631). A new 
§ 25.631 would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.631 Bird strike damage. 


The empennage structure must be de- 
signed to assure capability of continued 
safe flight and landing of the airplane 
after impact with an 8-pound bird when 
the velocity of the airplane (relative 
to the bird along the airplane’s flight 
path) is equal to Vc at sea level, selected 
under § 25.335(a). Consideration may be 
given to redundancy, multiload path de- 
sign, location of control system elements, 
provision for adequate protective devices 
such as splitter plates, and impact ab- 
sorbing materials. Compliance with this 
section may be shown by reference to 
analysis and tests, or both, performed 
under these requirements on type certifi- 
cated airplanes having similar struc- 
tural design. 


Explanation. Transport airplanes fre- 
quently strike migratory birds. In one 
case involving an airplane with a single 
spar in the horizontal stabilizer, struc- 
tural failure occurred with catastrophic 
results. A large volume of statistical data 
has been collected on bird strikes on 
transport category aircraft. The statis- 
tics, collected from actual air carrier op- 
erations, indicate that the redundant 
structure presently designed into modern 
transport aircraft generally have high 
resistance to bird impact even when 
multibird strikes occur. For example, in 
a recent incident several large geese im- 
pacted with the redundant wing struc- 
ture of a medium range jet transport 
without catastrophic damage or loss of 
control of the airplane. In addition, labo- 
ratory tests disclose that redundant em- 
pennage structures have a higher capa- 
bility than single spar construction to 
withstanding the impact of large birds. 
In one case, a single spar design empen- 
nage structure could only withstand 6- 
pound bird strikes at ali pofnts ot the 
spar. However, when this same structural 
design was modified by the addition of 
polyurethane foam material forward of 
the main spar, it successfully absorbed 
an impact equivalent to the impact of 8- 
pound birds. A capability to withstand 
the impact of an 8-pound bird would pro- 
vide acceptable damage criteria since it 
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would cover the bird types most likely to 
be encountered, and the proposal would 
require the structure to be designed to 
withstand such impacts. 

Some manufacturers have incor- 
corporated special devices such as split- 
ter plates over vital control system com- 
ponents located in the leading edge of 
the empennage to provide protection 
from bird impact and the proposal would 
permit consideration of such devices. 
Service experience has also shown that 
wing structures have sufficient depth so 
that their strength is not adversely 
affected by bird impact and the proposal 
would limit the design requirement to 
the empennage. 

Proposal 31. Hinges (§ 25.657). Sec- 
tion 25.657 would be amended by strik- 
ing out paragraph (b) and designating 
Paragraph (c) as paragraph (b); and 
by amending paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.657 Hinges. 


(a) For control surface hinges, includ- 
ing ball, roller, and self-lubricated bear- 
ing hinges, the approved rating of the 
bearing may not be exceeded. For non- 
standard bearing hinge configurations, 
the rating must be established on the 
basis of experience or tests and, in the 
absence of a rational investigation, a fac- 
tor of safety of not less than 6.67 must 
be used with respect to the ultimate bear- 
ing strength of the softest material used 
as a bearing. 


Explanation. The present provisions of 
§ 25.657 require a factor of 6.67 to be used 
except for ball or roller type bearing 
hinges. This factor was prescribed to ac- 
count for difficulties with rapid wear 
where no consideration was or could be 
given to actual service conditions of the 
bearings. Considering today’s advanced 
bearing technology, approved rating of 
other types of bearings may be pre- 
scribed by manufacturers. The proposal 
would eliminate the obsolete provisions 
of this section in order to reflect the 
present state-of-the-art. The proposal 
would also provide for nonstandard bear- 
ing hinge configurations, and would per- 
mit the use of the factor of 6.67 in lieu 
of a rational investigation. 

Proposal 32. Proof of compliance and 
control systems ($§ 25.21, 25.671, 25.677, 
25.695, and 25.701). 1. Section 25.21(e) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.21 Proof of compliance. » 


(e) If compliance with the flight char- 
acteristics requirements is dependent 
upon a stability augmentation device, or 
upon any other automatic or power-oper- 
ated device— 

(1) A warning system must be in- 
stalled that will indicate to the pilot a 
failure or malfunction of the stability 
augmentation device, or any other au- 
tomatic or power-operated device. The 
warning system may not activate the 
flight controls, and the device 


must give clearly distinguishable indica- 
tions under expected conditions of flight 
—— out requiring the attention of the 
pilot. 
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(2) The pilot must be able to deacti- 
vate the stability augmentation device or 
any other automatic or power-operated 
device unless the pilot can override such 
devices by means of normal movement 
of the flight controls without exerting 
excessive strength. 

(3) It must be shown, after any single 
failure or malfunction of the stability 
augmentation device, or any other auto- 
matic or power-operated device, that— 

(i) The airplane is safely controllable 
when the failure or malfunction occurs 
at any speed or altitude within the ap- 
proved operating limitations that is criti- 
cal for the type of failure being con- 
sidered; 

(ii) The controllability and maneu- 
verability requirements of this subpart 
are met within a practical operational 
flight envelope (for example, speeds, 
altitudes, normal accelerations, and air- 
plane configurations); and 

di) The trim, stability, and stall 
characteristics are not impaired below a 
level needed to permit continued safe 
flight and landing. 


2. Section 25.671 (c) and (d) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.671 General. 


(c) The airplane must be shown by 
analysis, tests, or both, to be capable of 
continued safe flight and landing after 
any of the following failures or jamming 
in the flight control system and surfaces 
(including trim, lift, drag, and feel sys- 
tems), within the normal flight envelope, 
without requiring exceptional piloting 
skill or strength. Probable malfunctions 
must have only minor effects on control 
system operation and must be capable of 
being readily counteracted by the pilot. 

(1) Any single failure, excluding jam- 
ming (for example, disconnection or fail- 
ure of mechanical element, or structural 
failure of hydraulic components, such as 
actuators, control spool housing, and 
valves) . 

(2) Any combination of failures not 
shown to be extremely improbable, ex- 
cluding jamming (for example, dual elec- 
trical or hydraulic system failures, or any 
single failure in combination with any 
probable hydraulic or electrical failure). 

(3) Any jam in a control position nor- 
mally encountered during takeoff, climb, 
cruise, normal turns, descent and land- 
ing, unless the jam is shown to be ex- 
tremely improbable, or can be alleviated. 
A runaway of a flight control to an ad- 
verse position and jam must be accounted 
for if such runaway and subsequent jam- 
ming is not extremely improbable. 

(d) The airplane must be designed so 
that it is controllable if all engines fail. 

3. Section 25.677(c) would be amended 
by striking out the first sentence of the 
paragraph. 

4. Section 25.701 would be amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 25.701 Lift and drag control surface 
interconnections. 

(a) The motion of high lift or high 
drag control surfaces on opposite sides 
of the plane of symmetry must be syn- 
chronized by a mechaaical interconnec- 
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tion unless the airplane has safe flight 
characteristics with the surfaces re- 
tracted on one side and extended on the 
other. 

(b) Lift and drag control surface in- 
terconnections must be designed to ac- 
count for the highest unsymmetrical 
loads resulting from the following 
conditions: 

(1) Flight with the engines on one 
side of the plane of symmetry inopera- 
tive and the engines on the other side at 
takeoff power. 

(2) Loads imposed when the surfaces 
on one side of the plane of symmetry are 
carrying the most severe load occurring 
in the prescribed symmetrical condition 
and those on the other side are carrying 
not more than 80 percent of that load. 

(3) Control surfaces on one side of the 
plane of symmetry are jammed and im- 
movable while the control surfaces on 
the other side are free to move and the 
full power of the surface actuating de- 
vice is applied. 


5. Section 25.695 would be deleted. 


Explanation. A basic objective of 
the control system requirements of 
§§ 25.21(e) and 25.671 through 25.701 is 
to ensure that the airplane is capable of 
continued safe flight and landing after a 
failure or malfunction in the control 
system. 

Proof of compliance. Section 25.21(e) 
prescribes in broad terms the acceptable 
level of degradation of the various flight 
characteristics of an airplane following 
the failure or malfunction of the stability 
augmentation device or any other power 
operated device which is used in showing 
compliance with the applicable flight 
characteristic requirements. In the event 
of such a failure or malfunction, in all 
probability, compliance with the flight 
requirements at certain speeds, altitudes 
and accelerations, within the approved 
flight envelope will not be met. At the 
same time, compliance might be met 
within a flight envelope which is some- 
what restricted in comparison to that 
approved with the device in the operative 
condition. Such a restricted flight enve- 
lope is permitted provided it is: practical 
for operations. In such a situation it 
might be hazardous to operate the air- 
plane outside the restricted envelope. 
Since it is possible for a failure or mal- 
function to occur which would not be 
readily apparent to the pilot, the proposal 
would require a warning system to alert 
the pilot to a failure or malfunction in 
order that he can initiate corrective pro- 
cedures. The warning system would be 
independent of the flight controls in or- 
der that the corrective action would be 
under the full control of the pilot. In 
addition, a visual warning device that 
requires the attention of the pilot within 
the cockpit would not be acceptable by 
itself since the attention of the pilot 
might be diverted by flight duties at the 
time of the failure or malfunction. 

The Airline Pilots Association (ALPA) 
petitioned the FAA by letter dated April 
16, 1965, to amend the stability and stall 
warning requirements of Part 25 to pro- 
hibit the use of any automatic device 
which takes over or acts directly on any 
flight control. The ALPA proposal would 





require a warning system in any airplane 
which does not meet the longitudinal, 
lateral or directional stability require- 
ments of §§ 25.171 through 25.181; the 
warning system would be separate from 
the airplane’s flight control system, could 
not activate the flight controls (including 
attitude trim devices) , and would provide 
adequate advance warning that the air- 
plane is approaching a hazardous flight 
altitude or speed. Although the proposals 
merely state that the warning system 
shall not activate the flight controls, it is 
clear from the discussion material that 
the intent of the petition was to prohibit 
any stability augmentation or stall pre- 
vention device which actuates the con- 
trols. While it is evident that “unwanted 
operation of the controls” by an auto- 
matic devise is the hazard which the 
proposals in the petition are intended to 
guard against, the proposal would pre- 
vent this hazard only with respect to two 
particular classes of devices; i.e., stability 
augmentation systems and stall preven- 
tion systems. Unwanted operation of the 
flight controls could also result from 
other devices which are almost univer- 
_sally used in modern high speed trans- 
port aircraft. These devices include au- 
tomatic pilots, power-boosters and 
power-actuated control systems. Thus, 
the problem is not limited to stability and 
stall warning devices. All of the devices 
serve safety functions and the FAA be- 
lieves that a thorough investigation of all 
possible modes of failure or malfunction 
of all elements of the flight control sys- 
tem should be required to ensure that any 
failure or malfunction can be readily 
counteracted by the flight crew. Such 
proposals are included in this notice. In 
addition, requirements for control sys- 
tem failure warning devices are proposed, 
based on the suggestions submitted by 
ALPA in connection with the Agency- 
Industry conference on Part 25. = 
Trim system. Section 25.677(c) re- 
quires that trim control operation be 
independent of any single failure in the 
primary control system but does not 
clearly define the degree of control capa- 
bility that is required after such a fail- 
ure. The basic objective of the require- 
ment is to ensure that the airplane is 
capable- of continued safe flight and 
landing after a failure in the control 
system. However, there may be other 
means of assuring such control which are 
equal to or better than providing inde- 
pendent trim, and the proposal would 
enlarge the rule to permit such means. 
In addition, the proposal would require 
the airplane to be capable of continued 
safe flight after a failure in a nonpri- 
mary control system (such as lift or drag 
devices) since a failure in these systems 
could also cause loss of control. Since the 
requirement for an independent trim 
system would be eliminated, jamming of 
control surfaces would have to be con- 
sidered in order to assure a level of safety 
comparable to that provided by the sepa- 
rate trim surfaces under the present in- 
dependent trim requirement. In addition, 
service experience shows that the jam- 
ming mode of failure should be consid- 
ered for both control elements (leakages, 
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actuators, etc.) and surfaces. Service 
experience also indicates that all weather 
operations are increasing and that fail- 
ures can be expected in any normal flight 
condition, including low altitude, turbu- 
lence or low visibility. Considerable (but 
not necessarily normal) residual flight 
control may be necessary for continued 
safe flight and landing under such non- 
optimum conditions. Furthermore, little 
deterioration in capability should result 
from failures or malfunctions that oc- 
cur frequently. The degree of control 
capability set forth in the proposal takes 
into consideration the probability and 
type of failure or malfunction and the 
flight conditions under which it might 
occur. 

Powered controls. Section 25.695 does 
not provide a clear basis for considering 
more than one failure in powered con- 
trol systems. However, service experience 
indicates that two independent power 
control systems would not, with the pres- 
ent state-of-the-art, provide a satisfac- 
tory safety level for fixed-wing airplanes. 
In practice, at least two power systems 
(or one manual system) are provided as 
alternates for the primary power system. 
The proposed requirements would require 
the capability of safe flight and landing 
after any reasonably possible combina- 
tion of failures such as a double power 
source loss, loss of fluid from two hy- 
draulic systems, etc. Section 25.695 would 
be deleted since it would be extraneous 
and superseded by the proposed general 
requirements under § 25.671 (c) and (d). 

Flap interconnection. The present in- 
terconnection requirements of § 25.701 
covering flaps would be expanded to re- 
quire a mechanical interconnection on 
any high lift or drag device for which 
unsymmetrical operation would be haz- 
ardous. The present rule requires a me- 
chanical interconnection when unsym- 
metrical operation would be hazardous 
and permits no hazardous unsymmetrical 
condition after any reasonably possible 
single failure in the actuating system. A 
recent accidént was caused by unsym- 
metrical flaps resulting from a jam on 
one side and subsequent failure of the 
mechanical interconnection during actu- 
ation. This and other service experience 
indicates that the mechanical intercon- 
nection should be specifically designed 
for a one side jammed condition and 
that such systems should be designated 
to permit continued safe flight after any 
single failure or any reasonably possible 
combination of failures. 

Proposal 33. Operation tests (§ 25.683). 
Section 25.683 would be amended by 
aménding the leadin sentence to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.683 Operation tests. 


It must be shown by operation tests 
that when portions of the control system 
subject to pilot effort loads are loaded to 
80 percent of the limit load specified for 
the system and the powered portions of 
the control system are loaded to the 
maximum load expected in normal oper- 
ation, the system is free from— 


Explanation. The present requirement 
of § 25.683 is unduly restrictive in that 
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it requires the entire system to be loaded 
to 80 percent of limit load during oper- 
ation tests. In addition, such a load 
might cause unrealistic tests of the pow- 
ered portion of the control system. The 
proposal would permit a more rational 
loading of powered portions of the con- 
trol system for the tests. 

Proposal 34. Landing gear, general 
(§ 25.721). Section 25.721 would be 
amended by deleting paragraphs (a), 
(b), and (c), and by deleting the para- 
graph reference “(d)” in paragraph (d). 

Explanation. The proposal would de- 
lete paragraphs (a), (b), and (c) of . 
§ 25.721 since the paragraphs are redun- 
dant with the sections referenced therein 
and add nothing to the requirement. 

Proposal 35. Shock absorption tests 
(§ 25.723(a) ) . Section 25.723(a) would be 
amended by striking out the reference 
“§ 25.471(c)” and inserting the reference 
“§ 25.473” in place thereof. 

Ezplanation. Section 25.723(a) re- 
quires it to be shown by energy absorp- 
tion tests that the limit load factors se- 
lected for design in accordance with 
§25.471(c) for takeoff and landing 
weights will not be exceeded. The limit 
load factors referred to are set forth in 
§ 25.473 and the proposal would correct 
the erroneous reference to § 25.471(c). 

Proposal 36. Simulating lift in limit 
drop tests (§§ 25.723(b), 25.725(b), and 
25.727(b)). 1. Section 25.725(b) would 
be amended by amending the definition 
of “L” by striking out the words “wing 
lift” and inserting the words “airplane 
lift” in place thereof; and by amending 
the lead-in sentence to read as follows: 


§ 25.725 Limit drop tests. 


* * * * * 


(b) If airplane lift is simulated by air 
cylinders or by other mechanical means, 
the weight used for the drop must be 
equal to W. If the effect of airplane lift 
is represented in free drop tests by an 
equivalent reduced mass, the landing 
gear must be dropped with an effective 


mass equal to W.=w 
where— 


2. Section 25.727(b) would be amend- 
ed to read as follows: 


§ 25.727 Reserve energy absorption drop 
tests. 


(b) If airplane lift is simulated by air 
cylinders or by other mechanical means, 
the weight used for the drop must be 
equal to W. If the effect of airplane lift is 
represented in free drop tests by an 
equivalent reduced mass, the landing 
gear must be dropped with an effective 


h 
mass to w.=v( ita) Where the symbols 


and other details are the same as in 
details are the same as in § 25.725(b). 

3. Section 25.723(b) would be amend- 
ed by striking out the words “wing lift” 
and inserting the words “airplane lift” in 
place thereof. 

Explanation. Sections 25.725(b) and 
25.727(b) specify the test requirements 
when airplane lift is simulated, but do 
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not indicate the means to be used. The 
proposal would include the simulation 
means and also change “wing lift” to 
“airplane lift” to conform to Airframe 
Proposal 16, supra. 

Proposal 37. Limit drop tests: attitude 
and drag loads (§ 25.725(c)). Section 
25.725(c) would be amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.725 Limit drop tests. 


* * * * * 


(c) The drop test attitude of the land- 
ing gear unit and the application of ap- 
propriate drag loads during the test must 
simulate the airplane landing conditions 
in a manner consistent with the devel- 
opment of a rational or conservative limit 
load factor value. 

Explanation. Section 25.725(c) re- 
quires the limit drop tests to be per- 
formed with landing gear attitudes simu- 
lating critical landing conditions. The 
requirement is deficient because landing 
gear drag loads, in addition to landing at- 
titudes, influence significantly the limit 
load factor developed. Questions have 
also arisen as to whether or not inclined 
platforms and prerotation of the wheel 
may be used to simulate the landing 
conditions. While the latter issue must be 
resolved in each case on the basis of the 
appropriateness of the test procedure 
to the particular case, the proposal would 
clarify the basic intent of the rule and 
would require consideration of landing 
gear drag loads. ; 

Proposal 38. Retracting mechanism 
(§ 25.729(a) (1)). 1. Section 25.729(a) 
(1) Gi) would be amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.729 Retracting mechanism. 


(a) General. * * * 

am > +6 

(ii) The combination of friction loads, 
inertia loads, brake torque loads, air 
loads, and gyroscopic loads resulting 
from the wheels rotating at a peripheral 
speed equal to 1.3V. (with the flaps in 
takeoff position at design takeoff weight), 
occurring during retraction and exten- 
sion at any airspeed up to 1.6Vs, (with 
the flaps in the approach position at de- 
sign landing weight) ; and 


* * ca ~ a 


2. Section 25.729(a) (iii) would be 
amended by striking out the reference 
“§ 25.345” and inserting the reference 
“$ 25.345(a)” in place thereof. 


Explanation. Section 25.729(a) (1) (ii): 
spécifiies design conditions for structural 
strength in the retracting mechanism 
through a speed range up to 1.6 times the 
stalling speed at landing weight. The in- 
ertia loads condition include gyroscopic 
loads since they are a special form of 
inertia loads. The gyroscopic loads arise 
from the high rotational speed of the 
wheels following takeoff. The range of 
airplane flight speed specified for the 
other sources of retraction and exten- 
sion loads is not appropriate for wheel 
rotation speeds because the wheel rota- 
tional velocity is maximum at airplane 
takeoff speed, and not at the airspeed 
to which the airplane accelerates at the 
time of gear retraction. The proposal 
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would specify a wheel rotational speed is unnecessarily restrictive. The proposal 


based on a factored takeoff speed of 1.3 
which is considered by the FAA to be a 
reasonable design value. In addition, the 
proposal would make an editorial change 
in § 25.729(a) (1) (iii) to correct the ref- 
erence since the load factors referred to 
are specified in § 25.345(a). 

Proposal 39. Tires (§ 25.733 (a)). Sec- 
tion 25.733(a) would be amended by 
striking out subparagraphs (1) and (2) 
and by designating subdivisions (i) and 
(i) of subparagraph (2) as subpara- 
graphs (1) and (2), respectively, and 
by amending the leadin sentence of 
paragraph (a) to read as follows: 


§ 25.733 Tires. 


(a) Each landing gear wheel must be 
fitted with a suitable tire whose speed 
rating (assigned by the Tire and Rim As- 
sociation or the Administrator) is not 
exceeded under critical conditions, and 
whose load rating (assigned by the Tire 
and Rim Association or the Administra- 
tor) is not exceeded under— 


* * * * * 


Explanation. The landing gear tire 
requirements specified in § 25.733(a) do 
not require consideration of tire speed. 
Speed is a critical factor affecting the in- 
tegrity of tires and the proposal would 
include tire speed ratings as a limitation 
governing the acceptance of tires for use 
on particular airplanes. In addition, the 
proposal would require the use of tires 
with speed ratings and load ratings as- 
signed by the Tire and Rim Association 
or the Administrator, and paragraph (a) 
(1) would be deleted since it is no longer 
necessary in view of well established in- 
dustry practices. 

Proposal 40. Brakes (§ 25.735). 1. Sec= 
tion 25.735(e) would be amended by 
striking out the last sentence of the 
Paragraph. 

2. Section 25.735(f)(2) would be 
amended by amending the definition of 
“Vso” by inserting the word “(knots)” 
after the words “stalling speed.” 

Explanation. Section 25.735(e) pro- 
vides in part that compliance with the 
antiskid devices and associated systems 
design requirements may be shown by 
meeting the airworthiness portions of 
Military Specification MIL—B~8075 
(ASG). Since this is not the only accept- 
able method of showing compliance, 
proposed Change No. 1 would delete the 
statement from the rule. Section 25.735 
(f) (2) does not specify the unit of speed 
of “Vso”. Inasmuch as miles per hour 
was the unit of speed set forth in former 
CAR 4b, proposed Change No. 2 would 
add the word “knots” to the current rule 
in order to eliminate any misunder- 
standing as to the unit of measure. 

Proposal 41. Windshield and window 
materials (§25.775(a) ). Section 25.775(a) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.775 Wildshields and windows. 


(a) Internal panes must be made of 
nonsplintering material. 


* * ey * * 


Explanation. The present rule requir- 
ing nonsplintering “safety glass” to be 
used in internal windshields and windows 


would permit the use of any nonsplinter- 
ing material. 
Proposal 42. Windshield and window 
- pressurization safety factors (§ 25.775 
(d)). Section 25.775(d) would be 
amended by amending the second sen- 
tence to read as follows: “The windshield 
and window panels must be capable of 
withstanding the maximum cabin pres- 
sure differential loads combined with 
critical aerodynamic pressure and tem- 
perature effects after any single failure 
in the installation or associated systems.” 
Explanation. Section 25.775(d) re- 
quires, in part, windshield and window 
panels strong enough to withstand maxi- 
mum loading and temperature conditions 
after failure of any load carrying element 
of the windshield or window panels. 
However, the strength of the windshield 
or window panels may be reduced to less 
than that required as a result of failures 
of other than load-carrying elements. In 
a recent incident a windshield heating 
element overheated and caused failure of 
all the load-carrying elements of a multi- 
element panel. The proposal would en- 
large the rule to cover any single failure 
in the installation or associated systems: 
Proposal 43. Hand fire extinguisher 
(§ 25.853(e)). Section 25.853(e) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.853 Compartment interiors. 
= a 7 * 


(e) There must be at least one hand 
fire extinguisher conveniently located in 
the pilot compartment. 


* = * = ~ 


Explanation. Section 25.853(e) re- 
quires a fire extinguisher for use by the 
flight crewmembers, and § 25.853(f) re- 
quires fire extinguishers to be conven- 
iently located in the passenger compart- 
ments. The proposal would make it clear 
that the fire extinguisher required by 
§ 25.853(e) is in addition to those re- 
quired by § 25.853(f), and that the fire 
extinguisher must be installed in the pilot 
compartment in a convenient location 
so that it will be readily available in the 
event an emergency arises requiring its 


use. 
Proposal 44. Fire protection of flight 
controls, engine mounts, and other flight 


structure (new § 25.865). 
§ 25.865 would be 
follows: 


§ 25.865 Fire protection of flight con- 
, engine mounts, and other flight 
structure. 


Flight controls, engine mounts, and 
other flight structure located in desig- 
nated fire zones or in adjacent areas 
which would be subjected to the effects 
of fire must be constructed of fireproof 
materials or shielded so that they are 
capable of withstanding the effects of 
a fire. 

2. Section 25.1205 would be designated 
as § 25.867. 

Explanation. The current regulations 
do not require protection of engine 
mounts, or control systems from the 
effects of fire. The need for this protec- 
tion was recently highlighted when con- 
trol problems were experienced on a jet 


1. A new 
added reading as 
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transport airplane after aluminum 
aileron rods located outside of the fire 
zone became distorted due to heat from 
an engine fire. Engine mounts and flight 
structures can also be affected by fire 
and a failure resulting from the heat of 
a fire could cause a serious safety hazard. 
The proposal would require fire protec- 
tion requirements for other components 
now specified in § 25.1205 to a new 
§ 25.867 in order that the requirements 
would be in a logical sequence. 

Proposal 45. Leveling means 
(§ 25.871). Section 25.871 would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.871 Leveling means. 


There must be means for determining 
when the airplane is in a level position 
on the ground. 


Explanation. Section 25.871 limits the 
means for leveling the airplane on the 
ground to reference marks. This require- 
ment is unnecessarily restrictive and the 
proposal would permit the use of any re- 
liable means for determining when the 
airplane is in a level position on the 
ground. 

Proposal 46. Ditching equipment; life 
rafts and life preservers (§ 25.1415(b)). 
Rey 25.1415(b) would be amended 

y— 

1. Redesignating subparagraph “(b) 
(2)” as subparagraph “‘(b) (3)”; 

2. Amending subparagraph (b)(1) by 
inserting the leadin phrase “Except as 
provided in subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph”; and 

3. Adding a new subparagraph (b) (2) 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.1415 Ditching equipment. 
* oe * = * 

(b) set 

(2) In lieu of the provision of subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, airplanes 
to be certificated only for the carriage 
of cargo, with no provision for occupants 
other than the minimum required flight 
crew, may be provided with enough rafts 
of sufficient buoyancy and seating capac- 
ity to accommodate the minimum re- 
quired flight crew. 


Explanation. Section 25.1415(b) (1) re- 
quires that provisions be made to ensure 
that, in the event of a ditching, all oc- 
cupants can be accommodated in the 
remaining life rafts should one raft of 
the largest capacity be lost. Under the 
rule, two life rafts must be carried for 
the crew of a freighter type airplane. 
Service experience in the operation of 
civil turbine powered transport airplanes 
indicates that the probability of ditching 
such an airplane is remote. Furthermore, 
the probability of losing the only raft 
aboard an airplane manned entirely by 
trained crewmembers is negligible com- 
pared to the probability of losing one of 
many rafts following the ditching of a 
large passenger transport airplane when 
a substantial amount of confusion might 
be expected to exist. The proposal would 
recognize the different circumstances in- 
volved in the freighter type airplane, and 
would require that these type airplanes 
with provision only for the carriage of 
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the minimum flight crew need be pro- 
vided only with rafts of sufficient buoy- 
ancy and seating capacity to accommo- 
date the minimum required flight 
crewmembers. 

Proposal 47. Demonstration of ice pro- 
tection (§ 25.1419(c) ). Section 25.1419 (c) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1419 Ice protection. 


* * > a : 


(c) In addition to the analysis and 
physical evaluation prescribed in para- 
graph (b) of this section, the effective- 
ness of the ice protection system and its 
components must be shown by flight tests 
of the airplane or its components in 
measured natural atmospheric icing con- 
ditions and by one or more of the follow- 
ing tests as found necessary to determine 
the adequacy of the ice protection 
system: 

(1) Laboratory dry air or simulated 
icing tests, or a. combination of both, 
of the components or models of the 
components. 

(2) Flight dry air tests of the ice pro- 
tection system as a whole, or of its in- 
dividual components. 

(3) Flight tests of the airplane or its 
components in measured simulated icing 
conditions. 

€ - . . > 


Explanation. Section 25.1419(c) speci- 
fies four test methods for demonstrating 
the effectiveness of the ice protection 
system in addition to the analysis and 
physical evaluation requirements. The 
current state of the art and current prac- 
tice indicate that the flight tests in 
measured natural atmospheric icing con- 
ditions specified in paragraph (c) (4) are 
necessary in all ice protection system 
certification programs, and that, in ad- 
dition, it is necessary to conduct one or 
more of the tests specified in paragraph 
(c) (1), (2), and (3) in order to demon- 
strate the adequacy of the ice protection 
system. Which one or combination of 
these later tests is necessary in a partic- 
ular case would depend upon the ice 
protection system proposed. The proposal 
would require the flight tests specified 
in present paragraph (c) (4), and in ad- 
dition, one or more of the tests specified 
in present paragraph (c) (1), (2), and 
(3), as found necessary. 

Proposal 48. Draining of fluids subject 
to freezing (§ 25.1455). Section 25.1455 
would be amended by inserting the words 
“hazardous quantities of” after the word 
“of” and before the word “ice”. 

Explanation. Section 25.1455 prohibits 
the draining of any fluids subject to 
freezing from the airplane if ice could 
form on the airplane as the result of the 
drainage. The intent of the requirement 
is to preclude a hazard. Insignificant 
quantities of ice do not constitute a haz- 
ard, and the proposal would alleviate an 
unnecessary burden by making the re- 
quirement applicable only to hazardous 
quantities of ice. 

Proposal 49. Unsymmetrical loads for 
certain empennage arrangements (§ 25.- 
247(b)). Section 25.427(b) (2) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.427 Unsymmetrical loads. 


* ~ 7. * . 

(b) a 

(2) For empennage arrangements 
where the horizontal tail surfaces have 
appreciable dihedral or are supported by 
the vertical tail surfaces, the surfaces 
and supporting structure must be de- 
signed for the combined vertical and 
horizontal loads resulting from the pre- 
scribed flight conditions. 


Explanation. The current provisions 
of § 25.427(b) (2) specify that the sur- 
faces and supporting structures of cer- 
tain empennage arrangements such as 
for “T” tails, “may be” designed for the 
combined vertical and horizontal sur- 
face loads resulting from “prescribed 
maneuvers”. During a recent investiga- 
tion of an accident involving an airplane 
with a “T” tail, the adequacy of these 
provisions was questioned. Contrary to 
industry practice and to acceptable 
means for verifying the structural in- 
tegrity of “T” tails under unsymmetrical 
loads, the current provisions imply that 
the horizontal and vertical loads result- 
ing from gust encounter need not be con- 
sidered in addition to the loads resulting 
from the prescribed maneuvers. The pro- 
posal would clarify the requiremeats by 
changing the word “may” to the word 
“must” and by changing the words 
“prescribed maneuvers” to the words 
“prescribed flight conditions.” Since “T” 
tail arrangements are now quite com- 
mon, the proposal would refer to the 
specific empennage arrangements in- 
volved rather than designating them as 
unconventional. 

Proposal 50. Float bottom pressures 
(auxiliary floats) (§ 25.535(g)). Section 
25.535(g) would be amended by striking 
out the period at the end of the first sen- 
tence and inserting the phrase “, except 
that the value of K: in the formulae may 
be taken as 1.0”. 

Explanation. Section 25.535(g) speci- 
fies the manner of determining the de- 
sign bottom pressures for auxiliary 
floats. This is accomplished by referring 
to § 25.533 which includes formulae for 
those design pressures which contain the 
factor K; (hull station weighing factor). 
The factor is defined in Figure 2, Ap- 
pendix B, and is the factor for a hull or 
main float which has a step. The valid- 
ity of the factor for auxiliary floats has 
been questioned since auxiliary floats do 
not have steps. Water loads data show 
that, for floats without steps, the pres- 
sure is more uniform than that reflected 
in the K, factors in Figure 2, mainly be- 
cause of the nature of the function of 
auxiliary floats and the flexibility of 
their mounting. The proposal would es- 
tablish a K; value of 1 for determining 
the bottom pressure on auxiliary floats. 

Proposal 51. Flammable fluid and com- 
bustible material fire protection §.25— 
863). 1. Section 25.863 would be amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.863 Flammable fluid and com- 
bustible material fire protection. 


(a) Unless it is shown that there are 
no combustible materials within and 
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that there is no possibility of flammable 
fluids entering the areas, the following 
areas must be equipped with approved 
quick acting fire or overheat detectors 
to give warning at the pilot or flight en- 
gineer station of a fire, and with means 
to extinguish any fire likely to occur 
therein: 

(1) Compartments below the passen- 
ger compartments and flight deck floor, 
except cargo compartments which com- 
ply with the requirements of § 25.857. 

(2) The landing gear wheel wells. 

(3) The horizontal and vertical tail 
plane connecting area and region to 
the rear of the aft pressure or cabin 
bulkhead. 

(b) In any area where flammable 
fluids or vapors might be liberated by 
the leakage of fluid systems, there must 
be means to prevent the ignition of 
those fluids or vapors by any other equip- 
ment and provisions to minimize the 
hazards in the event ignition does occur. 


Explanation. Inflight fire warning and 
extinguishing systems, are required in 
powerplant and certain other compart- 
ments of transport category aircraft. By 
letter dated September 13, 1967, the 
Airline Pilot Association (ALPA) peti- 
tioned for rule making to extend the in- 
flight fire warnings system and extin- 
guishing means to include other sections 
of the airplane, and to require that Class 
D cargo compartments be provided with 
the same fire detection and fire extin- 
guishing systems as are required in 
Class C cargo compartments. The FAA 
believes that the present inflight fire 
warning requirements, the broad re- 
quirements pertaining to flammable 
fluids, and other “fire-safety” rules have 
to a large extent minimized the hazards 
associated with inflight fires. The amend- 
ments and additions to these require- 
ments set forth in other proposals in this 
notice would further decrease the haz- 
ards of fire. Similarly, expanding the in- 
flight fire warning and extinguishing sys- 
tems as requested by ALPA would further 
minimize the hazards associated with a 
fire. However, as submitted, the ALPA 
proposal would have required means of 
fire detection and extinguishing in cer- 
tain compartments even though they 
contained no combustible materials or 
source of flammable fluid leakage. Since 
this would be an unnecessary burden, the 
proposal herein is limited to areas hav- 
ing combustible materials or the possi- 
bility of flammable fluid leakage. It is 
also recognized that a relatively large 
number of fire detectors located through- 
out the airplane might increase the 
problem of false alarms, and comments 
on this item are especially solicited. The 
requirement for a means to extinguish 
any fire likely to occur in a particular 
compartment would not necessarily re- 
quire a system employing an extinguish- 
ing agent. For example, it might be shown 
that in a certain region the quantity of 
combustible materials and fire resistance 
of the surrounding components are such 
that any fire occurring therein would 
extinguish itself without hazard. 

The ALPA proposal would also elimi- 
nate the present Class D cargo or bag- 
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gage compartment classification. These 
compartments do not have fire detectors, 
and ventilation control is relied upon to 
isolate and suffocate a fire. This portion 
of the ALPA proposal has not been in- 
cluded in this notice because the FAA has 
@ research program underway on cargo 
compartment fire protection criteria, 
which is expected to be completed in July 
1968. The results of this program will 
be included in the NPRM on Phase II 
Crashworthiness and Passenger 
Evacuation. 


Section 25.863 provides that where 
flammable fluids might be liberated by 
the leakage of fluid systems, there must 
be means, either to prevent ignition by 
any other equipment, or to control any 
fire resulting from ignition. Service ex- 
perience has shown that either of these 
methods, by itself, can be rendered in- 
effective. The proposal would remove this 
alternative and would require means to 
prevent ignition by other equipment in 
all cases, backed up with provisions to 
minimize hazards in the event ignition 
does occur. In the areas specified in pro- 
posed § 25.863(a), these back-up provi- 
sions might be provided by the detection 
and extinguishing means required by that 
paragraph. In other areas, where detec- 
tion and extinguishing means might be 
impracticable, the back-up provisions 
might, for example, consist of means to 
limit the fluid leakage and fireproofing 
or isolation of critical parts. 


PROPULSION PROPOSALS 


Proposal 1. Combustion heater fire pro- 
tection (§ 25.859(e) (2)). Section 25.859 
(a) (2) would be amended to-read as 
follows: 


§ 25.859 Combustion heater fire pro- 
tection. 
a 7 + 7~ . 
(e) s> * £ 


(2) The means of complying with sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph for any 
individual heater must— 

(i) Be independent of components 
serving any other heater whose heat out- 
put is essential for safe operation; and 

(ii) Keep the heater off until restarted 
by the crew. 


Explanation. The proposal would add 
to the heater safety control requirements 
of § 25.859 a requirement that the means 
must, in the event of malfunction, keep 
the heater off until restarted by the 
crew. This would prevent the possibility 
of automatic recycling of the heater after 
shutdown which might permit the con- 
tinuation of, or increase a potentially 
hazardous condition. The proposed re- 
quirement is identical to the present 
requirement of § 29.859(e) (2) (ii) for 
transport category rotorcraft; and it is 
particularly applicable to transport cate- 
gory airplanes since the heaters in these 
airplanes are generally installed in com- 
partments which are inaccessible in 
flight. 

Proposal 2. Combustion heater fire pro- 
tection (heater exhaust) (§ 25.859(g)). 
Section 25.859(g) would be amended by 
striking out the words “in the means ex- 
haust system” in the second sentence of 


paragraph (g) and inserting the words 
“in the design of the heater exhaust 
system” in place thereof. 

Explanation. The proposal would cor- 
rect an inadvertent error by changing 
the requirement that there must be pro- 
visions “in the means exhaust system” 
to “in the design of the heater exhaust 
system”. 

Proposal 3. Installation, fault analysis 
(new §25.901(c)). A new § 25.901(c) 
would be added to read as follows: 


§ 25.901 Installation. 


= * * * * 


(c) It must be established by fault 
analysis, component tests, or simulated 
environmental tests, that no single fail- 
ure or likely combination of failures of 
any powerplant system will jeopardize 
the safe operation of the airplane, 
except that failures of structural ele- 
ments need not be considered when the 
probability of such failures is extremely 
remote. 

Explanation. The present regulations 
do not specificially cover a fault analysis 
of the powerplant system. However, a 
rule similar to the requirements for 
equipment systems is needed. For ex- 
ample, on installation of air turbine en- 
gine starters, there have been instances 
where the automatic shutoff for engine 
bleed air to the starter either failed or 
inadvertently opened in flight. This 
caused over-temperature and over-speed 
conditions, and in one instance frag- 
ments of the starter penetrated the 
starter housing, the engine and the en- 
gine cowling. The possibility of second- 
ary damage is also great due to the loca- 
tion of the starter with respect to the 
main engine compartment and flamma- 
ble fluid-carrying lines and accessories. 
Since failures are likely to occur even 
when protective devices are installed to 
protect against catastrophic conse- 
quences, the proposal would require a 
fault analysis, component tests, or 
simulated environment tests, to ensure 
the safety of the airplane. 

Proposal 4. Control of engine rotation 
(§ 25.903(c)). Section 25.903(c) would 
be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.903 Engines. 


* + * * * 


(c) Control of engine rotation and 
restart capability. There must be means 
for stopping the rotation of any engine 
individually in flight, except that, for 
turbine engine installations, the means 
for stopping the rotation of any engine 
need be provided only where continued 
rotation could jeopardize the safety of 
the airplane. Each component of the 
stopping and restarting system on the 
engine side of the firewall that might be 
exposed to fire must be at least fire 
resistant. Means to restart any engine 
in flight must be provided. If hydraulic 
propeller feathering systems are used for 
this purpose, the feathering lines must be 
at least fire resistant under the operat- 
ing conditions that may be expected to 
exist during feathering. 


Explanation. Section 25.903(c) re- 
quires engines to have means for stop- 
ping and restarting engine rotation, but 
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turbine engines need not comply with 
this rule if continued engine rotation 
would not jeopardize the safety of the 
airplane. The purpose of the original 
rule was to provide inflight restart 
capability for reciprocating engines, and 
the rule was subsequently amended to 
include turbine engines. The rule is not 
clear with respect to the restart of any 
engine, due in part to the fact that the 
restart and stopping means for both 
types of engines are covered in the same 
sentence. Notwithstanding the language 
in the rule, the FAA is not aware of 
any transport category airplane with en- 
gines that do not have a restart ca- 
pability. Such a capability is necessary 
during operational training and could be 
paramount during precautionary or in- 
advertent engine shutdown. Although 
engine-out performance is required by 
other rules, non use of an engine, in- 
advertently shutdown, reduces generally 
the overall safety otherwise provided 
with the full engine performance de- 
signed for the airplane. The proposal 
would clarify the rule regarding the re- 
starting of any engine, and would set 
forth the requirement for stopping 
engine rotation in a separate sentence. 
Proposal 5. Turbine engine instaila- 
tions (§ 25.903(d)). Section 25.903(d) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.903 Engines. 
> > - ~ * 


(d) Turbine engine installations. For 
turbine engine installations— 

(1) Design precautions must be ta- 
ken to minimize the hazards to the air- 
plane in the event of an engine rotor 
failure or of a fire originating within the 
engine which burns through the engine 
case. . 

(2) The powerplant systems associ- 
ated with engine control devices, systems, 
and instrumentation, must be designed to 
give reasonable assurance that those en- 
gine operating limitations that adversely 
affect turbine rotor structural integrity 
will not be exceeded in service. 


Explanation. The engine rotor blade 
containment requirement of § 25.903(d) 
is redundant since § 25.903(a) requires 
each engine to be type certificated under 
Part 33 and § 33.19 requires rotor blade 
containment as a condition for engine 
certification. The proposal would delete 
that portion of § 25.903(d) pertaining 
to rotor blade failure considerations. 
Also, all engines certificated to the re- 
quirements of § 33.27 must have (a) 
turbine rotors capable of withstanding 
damage inducing factors and (b) con- 
trol devices, systems, and instrumenta- 
tion which will preserve the engine rotor 
structural integrity. Since all certificated 
engines must incorporate turbine rotors 
capable of withstanding damage induc- 
ing factors, the proposal would delete 
this requirement from § 25.903(d) (1). 
However, the requirement of § 25.903(d)- 
(2) pertaining to control devices, sys- 
tems, and instrumentation to protect the 
engine is still necessary in ‘some instal- 
lations to provide such protection as a 
result of installation features. In ad- 
dition, even though § 33.27 contains spe- 
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cific requirements to minimize the prob- 
ability of turbine rotor failure, turbine 
and compressor rotors have failed in 
service. Engine fires have burned through 
the engine case with torch-like effective- 
ness. These failures were due to main- 
tenance factors, engine defects due to 
service uses, material defects, and to 
some extent. design deficiencies. The 
incidents have not caused catastrophic 
damage because of the basic engine lo- 
cation in under-wing pods. However, 
the present rules do not preclude engine 
locations in other areas of an airplane 
where severe damage is more likely to be 
caused by engine failures. The proposal 
would permit flexibility in the design of 
engine installations and at the same 
time it would minimize any hazard to 
flight safety. 

Proposal 6. Turbojet engine reverser 
system tests (new § 25.934). A new 
§ 25.934 would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.934 Turbojet engine thrust reverser 
system tests. 


Thrust reversers installed on turbo- 
jet engines must meet the requirements 
of § 33.97. . 

Explanation. Part 25 does not require 
substantiation of turbojet engine thrust 
reverser systems which are not provided 
with and substantiated as part of the 
engine certification. The proposal would 
add a new section (§ 25.934) which would 
require all thrust reversers installed on 
turbojet engines to meet the require- 
ments of § 33.97. This would assure that 
the same testing requirements would 
apply to airframe manufacturers, engine 
manufacturers, and all other applicants. 

Proposal 7. Fuel system, general (§ 25.- 
951(b)). Section 25.951(b) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.951 General. 


(b) Each fuel system must be 
arranged so that hazardous amounts of 
air cannot be introduced into the system 
by any fuel pump. 


Explanation. Section 25.951(b) pro- 
vides that no fuel pump can draw fuel 
from more than one tank at a time unless 
there are means to prevent introducing 
air into the system. This is unnecessarily 
restrictive, and the proposal would 
limit the requirement to a hazardous 
amount of air in order to permit greater 
freedom in the design of the system. 

Proposal 8. Unusuable fuel supply 
(§ 25.959). Section 25.959 would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.959 Unusable fuel supply. 


The unusable fuel quantity for each 
fuel tank and its fuel system components 
must be established at not less than the 
quantity at which the first evidence of 
engine malfunction occurs under the 
most adverse fuel feed condition for all 
intended operations and flight maneu- 
vers involving fuel feeding from that 
tank. 

Explanation. Section 25.959 requires 
the determination of the unusable fuel 
supply for each tank on the basis of the 
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quantity of fuel in each tank at which 
the first indication of malfunctioning of 
the engines occurs. Since the quantity 
of fuel for the entire airplane fuel sys- 
tem is related to malfunctioning of the 
engines, engine malfunctioning is of 
greater significance in determining the 
actual unusable fuel supply. The proposal 
would require these factors to be used in 
establishing the unusable fuel supply. 
Proposal 9. Fuel system hot weather 
operation climb test temperature 
(§ 25.961(a) (5)). Section 25.961(a) (5) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.961 Fuel 
operation. 
(a) *> ¢+ 
(5) The fuel temperature must be as 
high as the maximum fuel temperature 
value selected by the applicant for the 
operation of the aircraft, but it may not 
be less than 110° F. 


* > . > * 


Explanation. Section 25.961(a) (5) re- 
quires a fuel temperature of not less than 
110° F. for the climb test. The purpose of 
the rule is to determine whether or not a 
vapor lock or other engine malfunction 
will occur in hot weather operation dur- 
ing takeoff and climb. However, under 
the rule an applicant who desires ap- 
proval for an airplane operating at a 
temperature higher than 110° F. need 
only substantiate 110° F. in the climb 
test. The proposal would require the test 
to be accomplished at the highest tem- 
perature selected by the applicant for the 
operation of the airplane, but it may not 
be less than 110° F. 

Proposal 10. Fuel system hot weather 
requirement, critical pump inoperative 
condition (§ 25.961). Section 25.961(a) 
would be amended by inserting after the 
second sentence the following: “Compli- 
ance with this section must be shown 
with the main or emergency pump inop- 
erative, whichever is more critical from 
the standpoint of vapor formation. Fail- 
ure need not be considered of a fuel in- 
jection pump approved as part of the 
engine”. 

Explanation. Section 25.991(b) re- 
quires emergency pumps or another 
main pump to feed each engine immedi- 
ately after failure of any pump which is 
not an engine driven fuel injection pump. 
However § 25.961 does not expressly state 
that compliance with the requirements 
of § 25.961 must be shown hefore and af- 
ter failure of any main pump or of the 
emergency pump. The proposal would 
clearly state this requirement. 

Proposal 11. Protection of fuel system 
components from wheels-up landings 
(new § 25.994). A new § 25.994 would be 
added to read as follows: 


§ 25.994 Fuel system components. 

Fuel system components in an engine 
nacelle or in the fuselage must be pro- 
tected from damage which could cause 
the release of fuel as a result of a wheels- 
up landing. 

Explanation. 


system hot weather 


Release of ‘fuel from 
damaged fuel system components causes 
a potential fire hazard. Under present re- 
quirements, fuel system components 
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other than fuel tanks are not specifically 
required to be protected from damage as 
a result of a wheels-up landing, and the 
proposal would correct this deficiency. 
Proposal 12. Fuel strainer or filter 
(8 25.997(a) (1)). Section 25.997(a) (1) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.997 Fuel strainer or filter. 


(a) > * > 

(1) Between the tank outlet and the 
engine-driven positive displacement 
pump inlet when an engine-driven posi- 
tive displacement pump is used. 


Erplanation. Section 25.997(a) (1) re- 
quires a fuel strainer or filter between the 
tank and the fuel metering device of the 
engine. There have been instances where 
two filters were required when a two- 
element pump was used, one filter up- 
stream of each pump element. However, 
service experience has shown that filter 
protection is necessary only for positive 
displacement pumps. In addition, tests 
show that the centrifugal type booster 
pump stage can ingest and pass on sub- 
stantial quantities of metallic and non- 
metallic foreign matter. This foreign 
matter is caught in the strainer installed 
between the booster pump and other 
components provided on the engine. Since 
the centrifugal booster pump stage does 
not need filter protection, and positive 
displacement pumps do need inlet 
protection, the proposal would require a 
fuel strainer or filter between the tank 
outlet and the engine-driven positive dis- 
placement pump inlet when the latter 
pump is used. While a filter between the 
tank outlet and the engine centrifugal 
pump could cause a severe pressure drop 
unless a large filter is used, the proposal 
would not prohibit a filtef in this location 
if it can be shown to be practical. 

Proposal 13. Oil tank fillers (§ 25.1013 
(c) (2)). Section 25.1013(c) (2) would be 
amended by striking out the reference 
to “§ 25.1557(c)” and inserting the ref- 
erence to “§ 25.1557(b)(2)” in place 
thereof. 

Explanation. Section 25.1557(b) (2) 
prescribes the oil filler marking require- 
ments referred to in § 25.1013(c) (2), and 
the proposal would correct the erroneous 
reference to § 25.1557(c). 

Proposal 14. Oil tank test pressure 
(§ 25.1015(b) (1) ). Section 25.1015(b) (1) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1015 Oil tank tests. 


7 > a 7 a 

(b) ss + ¢ 

(1) The test pressure must be at least 
5 p.s.i. instead of the pressure specified in 
§ 25.965(a), except that for pressurized 
tanks, the test pressure may not be less 
than 5 p.s.i. plus the maximum operating 
pressure of the tank; and 


* a = + 2 


Explanation. Section 25.1015(b) (1) 
specifies a test pressure of 5 p.s.i. irre- 
spective of whether or not the tank is 
pressurized. Pressurized oil tanks are 
being used on some aircraft, particularly 
on turbine engine powered aircraft, and 
under the rule it would be possible for 
oil systems on these aircraft to have a 
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tank which is subject to a greater pres- 
sure than that for which it is substanti- 
ated. While the current rule is adequate 
for unpressurized tanks, the test pres- 
sure for pressurized oil tanks should be 
established at a value great enough to 
make it extremely remote that the pres- 
sure would be exceeded in service. The 
proposal would require the test pressure 
for pressurized tanks to be not less than 
5 p.s.i. plus the maximum operating pres- 
sure of the tank. 

Proposal 15. Air induction, turbine en- 
gine powered airplanes (§ 25.1091(d) 
(2)). Section 25.1091(d)(2) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1091 Air induction. 
- >. > * > 

(d) 7>- + 

(2) The airplane must be designed to 
prevent water or slush on the runway, 
taxiway, or other airport operating sur- 
faces from being directed into the en- 
gine air inlet ducts in hazardous quanti- 
ties, and the air inlet ducts must be lo- 
cated or protected so as to minimize the 
ingestion of foreign matter during take- 
off, landing, and taxiing. 


Erplanation. Section 25.1091(d) (2) 
requires the air inlet ducts to be located 
or protected so as to minimize ingestion 
of foreign matter during takeoff, landing, 
and taxiing. Service experience has 
shown that flameouts still occur due to 
ingestion of water and slush. Engines 
mounted on the fuselage are more prone 
to ingest water and slush picked up from 
the runway by the landing gear and the 
airflow of the engines but, regardless of 
engine location, the probability of inges- 
tion should be evaluated. The proposal 
would require design precautions to 
assure safe operation of the airplane 
when water or slush is on the runway, 
taxiway or other airport operating 
surface. 

Proposal 16. Induction system deicing 
and anti-icing provisions for turbine en- 
gines (§ 25.1093(b) ). Section 25.1093(b) 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1093 Induction system deicing and 
anti-icing provisions. 
* * - . . 

(b) Turbine engines. Each turbine en- 
gine must be able to operate throughout 
its flight power range without adverse 
effect on engine operation or serious loss 
of power or thrust, under the icing con- 
ditions specified in Appendix C, except 
that, if the expected operations would 
involve exposure to icing conditions for 
longer durations than those resulting 
from traversing the horizontal distances 
specified in Appendix C (for example, in 
holding patterns), the longer durations 
must be taken into account. This must be 
shown by the analysis and tests specified 
in § 25.1419 (b) and (c). There must be 
means to indicate to appropriate flight 
crewmembers the functioning of the 
powerplant ice protection system. 


Explanation. The induction ice protec- 
tion system should be adequate for the 
conditions under which the airplane will 
be operated. Realistic conditions, includ- 
ing prolonged exposure to maximum ic- 
ing conditions while in a holding pattern 


should be considered since it is probable 
that an airplane will have to hold in such 
icing conditions. The present rule can be 
interpreted to require a system adequate 
only for passage through the cloud and 
icing conditions described in the tables 
of Appendix C, to Part 25. The proposal 
would require the analysis and tests 
specified in § 25.1419 (b) and (c) to be 
performed to establish the adequacy of 
the ice protection system based on the 
airplane’s intended operation. 

Proposal 17. Turbine engine bleed air 
system (new § 25.1103(d)). A new 
§ 25.1103(d) would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.1103 Induction system ducts. 
. > * > > 

(d) For turbine engine bleed air sys- 
tems no hazard may result if a duct 
rupture or failure occurs at any point 
between the engine port and the airplane 
unit served by the bleed air. 

Explanation. The induction system 
ducts requirements of § 25.1103 do not 
specifically cover turbine engine bleed air 
system failures. Engine bleed air is used 
for airplane services and failures of hot 
pipes have resulted in over-pressure and 
over-temperature conditions in the com- 
partments where the failures occurred. 
Bleed air can be at pressures as high as 
338 p.s.i. and at temperatures up to 1,000° 
F. Hot pipes failures have occurred in 
service, and the proposal would require 
an investigation to be made to determine 
that no hazard to the airplane will result 
if a duct rupture occurs at any point 
between the engine port and the airplane 
bleed service. 

Proposal 18. Engine power and thrust, 
and antidetonant injection system con- 
trols (§ 25.1143). Section 25.1143 would 
be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1143 Engine power and thrust, and 
— injection system con- 
trols. 


a) There must be a separate power or 
thrust control for each engine. 
(b) Power and thrust controls must be 
arranged to allow— 
(1) Separate control of each engine; 
d 


an 
(2) Simultaneous control of all 
engines. 


(c) Each power and thrust control 
must provide a positive and immediate 
responsive means of controlling its 
engine. 

(d) If there is an antidetonant injec- 
tion system, the flow of A.D.I. fluid must 
be automatically controlled with relation 
to the amount of power produced by the 
engine. In addition to the automatic 
control, there must ‘be a separate con- 
trol for the A.D.I. pumps. 

(e) Each power or thrust control must 
have means to prevent inadvertent 
movement of the power or thrust control 
into any position that will reduce the 
fuel flow to the engine (engines) below 
the fuel flow necessary for normal flight 
idle operation. The means must have a 
positive lock or stop at the flight idle 
position and must require a separate and 
distinct operation by the crew to displace 
the control from the flight idle position. 
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Explanation. Section 25.777 requires 
each cockpit control to be located in a 
manner to prevent confusion and inad- 
vertent operation, and § 25.1141(a) re- 
quires each control to be located so that 
it cannot be inadvertently operated by 
personnel entering, leaving or making 
normal movements in the cockpit. The 
emphasis of these regulations is directed 
to the prevention of inadvertent opera- 
tion. The power and thrust controls on 
many turbine powered aircraft also serve 
as fuel cutoffs at the fuel control unit. 
The normal arrangement of these con- 
trols is such that continued motion aft 
of the idle position places the control in 
the cutoff position. The movement of 
power controls into the cutoff range dur- 
ing critical portions of the flight path 
when engine relights could not be ob- 
tained could have catastrophic results. 
Continued aft motion beyond the idle 
position is most probable during descent, 
approach, and landing when the proba- 
bility of inadequate altitude to permit 
relights would be high. Thus, positive 
means to preclude inadvertent movement 
of the control into the cutoff range is 
necessary and the proposal would require 
such means. In addition, the proposal 
would extend present § 25.1143 to include 
all power and thrust controls. 

Proposal 19. Engine ignition systems 
(§ 25.1165(f). Section 25.1165(f) would 
be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1165 Engine ignition systems. 


* * * * * 


(f) Each ignition system must be inde- 
pendent of any electrical circuit not used 
for assisting, controlling, or analyzing 
the operation of that system. 


Explanation. Section 25.1165(f) re- 
quires each ignition system to be inde- 
pendent of any electrical circuit not used 
for analyzing the operation of that sys- 
tem. The proposal would relax the pres- 
ent rule to permit greater freedom of de- 
sign in order to encourage the incorpora- 
tion of desirable features in the system. 
The addition of the words “assisting’”’ and 
“controlling” to the rule would provide 
for the addition of automatic features to 
the system and would up date the rule 
in keeping with the present state-of-the- 
art. 

Proposal 20. Lines, fittings, and com- 
ponents (§ 25.1183). Section 25.1183 
would be amended by amending the title 
and paragraph (a) to read as follows: 


§ 25.1183 Lines, fittings, and compo- 
nents. 


(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, each line, fitting, and 
other component carrying flammable 
fluids in any area subject to engine fire 
conditions, and each fuel line, fitting, and 
other flammable fluid system component 
in a designated fire zone, must meet the 
following requirements: 

(1) Each line, fitting, and component 
must be at least fire resistant. 

(2) Each flexible hose assembly (hose 
and end fitting) must be approved. 

Explanation. The intent of the rules 
covering fire protection in engine com- 
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partments is to require the lines, fittings, 
and components of flammable fluid sys- 
tems to be at least fire resistant. How- 
ever, § 25.1183 mentions only lines and 
fittings, and no rule specifically refers to 
other components which may be part of 
flammable fluid systems. In the absence 
of a specific reference to other flam- 
mable fluid system parts, it could be 
assumed that only the lines and fittings 
have to be fire resistant. The proposal 
would eliminate this ambiguity and 
would make the section compatible with 
the proposed definition of “fire resistant” 
set forth in Proposal 28, infra, which re- 
fers to both fluid-carrying lines and 
fluid-system parts. 

Proposal 21. Flammable fluid shutoff 
means, turbine engine installations 
(§ 25.1189(a) ). Section 25.1189(a) would 
be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1189 Shutoff means. 


(a) Each engine and each fire zone 
specified in § 25.1181(a) (4) and (5) must 
have a means to shut off or otherwise 
prevent hazardous quantities of fuel, oil, 
deicer, and other flammable fluids, from 
flowing into, within, or through any des- 
ignated fire zone, except that shutoff 
means are not required for— 

(1) Lines forming an integral par} of 
an engine, and 

(2) Oil systems for turbine engine in- 
stallations which have integral or engine 
mounted oil tanks with fireproof exter- 
nal oil system components. 


= a * > + 


Explanation. Section 25.1189(a) re- 
quires flammable fluid shutoff means. 
However, the majority of the large tur- 
bine-powered transport airplanes have 
been certificated without a shutoff 
means for their oil systems. The devia- 
tions from the oil shutoff means require- 
ment were permitted on the basis that 
equivalent safety was otherwise achieved 
since the oil tanks were close to the en- 
gine, the quantities of oil were relatively 
small, and all component materials were 
fireproof. The service experience of these 
airplanes has shown that oil shutoff 
means are not essential, and the proposal 
would relax the requirement for oil shut- 
off means on turbine engine installations. 

Proposal 22. Flammable fluid shutoff 
means (new §§ 25.1189(g), (h), and (i)). 
New § 25.1189 (g), (h), and (i) would be 
added to read as follows: 


§ 25.1189 Shutoff means. 


+ * * * * 


(g) Each flammable fluid shutoff valve 
and control must be fireproof or must be 
located so that exposure to fire will not 
affect its operations. 

(h) Each tank-to-engine shutoff valve 
must be located so that the operation of 
the valve will not be affected by power- 
plant or engine mount structural failure. 

(i) Each shutoff valve must have a 
means to relieve excessive pressure ac- 
eumulation unless a means for pressure 
relief is otherwise provided in the 
system. 

Explanation. Section 25.1189(d) re- 
quires each shutoff means to be located 
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outside of the designated fire zones un- 
less equivalent safety is otherwise pro- 
vided. The shutoff means control should 
meet the same criteria, however, it is not 
covered by the rule. Suppression of a 
flammable fluid flow has been demon- 
strated to be the most effective and con- 
venient means of controlling powerplant 
fires in airplanes. Because of the im- 
portance of the shutoff means, it should 
be designed to function not only under 
the wide range of temperatures encoun- 
tered in normal service, but also under 
sustained high temperatures and fire un- 
less means can be found to protect it ef- 
fectively. It is imperative that actuation 
of the shutoff means be possible in an 
emergency resulting from any likely 
failure including an engine or engine 
mount structural failure. Excessive 
pressure accumulation could also affect 
the operation of the shutoff means, and 
should be considered in the design of 
the system. The proposal would add such 
requirements to § 25.1189. 

Proposal 23. Engine accessory section 
diaphragm (new §$25.1192). A new 
§ 25.1192 would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.1192 Engine accessory section 
diaphragm. 

For reciprocating engines, the engine 
power section and all portions of the ex- 
haust system must be isolated from the 
engine accessory compartment by a dia- 
phragm that complies with the firewall 
requirements of § 25.1191. 


Explanation. Diaphragms were for- 
merly required under Part 4b.488 and 
served to isolate the most probable igni- 
tion sources (the power section and ex- 
haust system on reciprocating engines) 
from the most probable sources of flam- 
mable material. The discussion in the 
preamble of Amendment 4b-12, which 
deleted the requirement, implied that so 
long as a fire extinguisher system is pro- 
vided to extinguish a fire in the engine 
compartment, additional protection is 
not necessary, However, fire extinguish- 
ing systems are not equivalent to dia- 
phragms. The purpose of a diaphragm is 
to confine a power section fire to that 
section where the shutoff would be most 
effective. A fire extinguishing system is 
useful only after a fire has started. Sec- 
tion 25.1187 recognizes the need for ven- 
tilation and drainage in the event of a 
failure or malfunction of flammable fluid 
components to prevent fires. If means for 
preventing a fire are reasonably effec- 
tive, safety is better served by making use 
of such means rather than eliminating 
such means and permitting a fire to start 
on the assumption that it can be extin- 
guished. Deletion of the diaphragm re- 
quirements eliminated one of the basic 
ways for separating flammable fluid 
sources from probable ignition sources, 
and the proposal would reinstate the re- 
quirements for reciprocating engines. 

Proposal 24. Fire extinguisher systems 
(§ 25.1195(b) ). Section 25.1195(b) would 
be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1195 Fire extinguisher systems, 


* * ¥ * * 
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(b) The fire extinguishing system, the 
quantity of the extinguishing agent, the 
rate of discharge, and the discharge dis- 
tribution must be adequate to extinguish 
fires. An individual “one shot” system 
may be used for auxiliary power units, 
fuel burning heaters, and other combus- 
tion equipment. For other designated fire 
zones, two discharges must be provided 
both of which produce adequate agent 
concentrations. It must be possible to di- 
rect both discharges to any main engine 
installation. 


Explanation. The existing rules do not 
cover distribution of the extinguishing 
agent, although distribution has been 
found to be a necessary element for an 
adequate fire extinguishing system. The 
current rules require that the system, 
the quantity of the extinguishing agent, 
and the rate of discharge be sufficient to 
provide two adequate discharges. To 
comply literally with this requirement, it 
would only be necessary to assure that 
each discharge is adequate with respect 
to the quantity of agent and the rate at 
which it is discharged. That compliance 
with this rule is not adequate with re- 
spect to distribution has been demon- 
strated during fire extinguishing system 
evaluations using the FAA fire extin- 
guishing agent concentration recorder 
(the Statham gas analyzer). Almost in- 
variably, on the first trial, the system 
was found to be unsatisfactory with 
respect to distribution, and it was neces- 
sary to adjust the system in order to 
provide the necessary concentration in 
all areas of the protected zones for ex- 
tinguishment. The proposal would as- 
sure that the distribution of the agent, 
as well as the quantity and rate are 
adequate. 

Proposal 25. Extinguishing agent con- 
tainers (new § 25.1199(e)). A new 
§25.1199(e) would be added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.1199 Extinguishing agent contain- 
ers. 


* . ° = * * 


(e) If a pyrotechnic capsule is used to 
discharge the extinguishing agent, each 
container must be installed so that tem- 
perature conditions will not cause haz- 
ardous deterioration of the pyrotechnic 
capsule. 


Explanation. The present rules do not 
cover the use of pyrotechnic capsules to 
discharge extinguishing agent from a 
container. If these capsules are used, spe- 
cial precautions may be needed to pre- 
vent undue deterioration of the capsule 
due to excessive temperature exposure. 
It is anticipated that the use of pyro- 
technic capsules may increase because of 
the weight savings they provide, and the 
proposal would require that consideration 
be given to the temperature conditions 
in the area where the capsule is located 
since the capsules’ useful life is an in- 
verse function of the temperature. 

Proposal 26. Fire-detector system 
(§ 25.1103). Section 25.1203 would be 
amended by striking out the words “fire 
detector” (or “fire-detector”) wherever 
they appear in §§ 25.1203 (b) through 
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(f) and inserting the words “fire or over- 
heat detector” in place thereof. 

Explanation. Section 25.1203(a) re- 
quires fire or overheat detectors to detect 
fires. The succeeding paragraphs of the 
rule further describe “fire” detectors but 
do not refer to “overheat” detectors. 
Since either type of detector is permis- 
sible, the proposal would make an edi- 
torial correction to clarify the rule. 

Proposal 27. Powerplant instruments 
(§ 25.1305). Section 25.1305 would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1305 Powerplant instruments. 


The following are required powerplant 
instruments: 

(a) For all airplanes. (1) A fuel pres- 
sure warning means for each engine, or 
a master warning means for all engines 
with provision for isolating the indi- 
vidual warning means from the master 
warning means. 

(2) A fuel quantity indicator for each 
fuel tank. 

(3) An oil quantity indicator for each 
oil tank. 

(4) An oil pressure indicator for each 
independent pressure oil system of each 
engine. 

(5) An oil pressure warning means for 
each engine, or a master warning means 
for-all engines with provision for isolat- 
ing the individual warning means from 
the master warning means. 

(6) An oil temperature indicator for 
each engine. 

(7) Fire-warning indicators. 

(8) An augmentation liquid quantity 
indicator (appropriate for the manner in 
which the liquid is to be used in opera- 
tion) for each tank. 

(b) For reciprocating engine powered 
airplanes. In addition to the powerplant 
instruments required by paragraph (a) 
of this section, the following powerplant 
instruments are required: 

(1) A carburetor air temperature in- 
dicator for each engine. , 

(2) A cylinder head temperature in- 
dicator for each air-cooled engine. 

(3) A manifold pressure indicator for 
each engine. 

(4) A fuel pressure indicator (to indi- 
cate the pressure at which the fuel_is 
supplied) for each engine. 

(5) A fuel flowmeter, or fuel mixture 
indicator, for each engine without an 
automatic altitude mixture control. 

(6) A tachometer for each engine. 

(7) A device that indicates, to the 
flight crew (during flight), any change 
in the power output, for each engine 
with— 

(i) An automatic propeller feathering 
system, whose operation is initiated by 
@ power output measuring system; or 

(ii) A total engine piston displacement 
of 2,000 cubic inches or more. 

(8) A means to indicate to the pilot 
when the propeller is in reverse pitch, for 
each reversing propeller. 

(c) For turbine engine powered air- 
planes. In addition to the powerplant in- 
struments required by paragraph (a) of 
this section, the following powerplant in- 
struments are required: 


(1) A gas temperature indicator for 
each engine. 

(2) A fuel flowmeter indicator for 
each engine. 

(3) A tachometer (to indicate the 
speed of the rotors with established limit- 
ing speeds) for each engine. 

(4) A means to indicate, to the flight 
crew, the operation of each engine starter 
that can be operated continuously but 
that is neither designed for continuous 
operation nor designed to prevent hazard 
if it failed. (d) For turbojet engine pow- 
ered airplanes. In addition to the power- 
plant instruments required by para- 
graphs (a) and (c) of this section, the 
following powerplant instruments are re- 
quired: 

(1) An indicator to indicate a change 
in thrust resulting from any deficiency in 
the engine, or to indicate a gas stream 
pressure than can be related to thrust, 
for each engine. 

(2) A position indicating means to in- 
dicate to the flight crew when the thrust 
reversing device is in the reverse thrust 
positicn, for each engine using a thrust 
reversing device. 

(e) For turbopropeller powered air- 
planes. In addition to the powerplant in- 
struments required by paragraphs (a) 
and (c) of this section, the following 
powerplant instruments are required: 

(1) A torque indicator for each engine. 

(2) Position indicating means to indi- 
cate to the flight crew when the propel- 
ler blade angle is below the flight low 
pitch position, for each propeller. 

(3) A means to indicate to the pilot 
when the propeller is in reverse pitch, for 
each reversing propeller. 


Explanation. The arrangement of § 25.- 
1305 is difficult to- follow as there is 
an intermix of reciprocating, turbopro- 
peller and turbojet requirements. The 
proposal would rearrange and classify 
the requirements to provide clarity with- 
out-changing the substance of the rule. 

Proposal 28. Definition of “fireproof” 
and “fire resistant” (Part 1, § 1.1). Part 
1, § 1.1 would be amended by amending 
the definitions of “fireproof” and “fire 
resistant” to read as follows: 


Part 1—DEFINITIONS AND ABBREVIATIONS 


§ 1.1 General definitions. 
* > - 7” : 

“Fireproof” — 

(1) With respect to materials and 
parts used to confine fire in a designated 
fire zone, means the capacity to with- 
stand at least as well as steel in dimen- 
sions appropriate for the purpose for 
which they are used, the heat produced 
when there is a severe fire of extended 
duration in that zone; and 

(2) With respect to other materials 
and parts, means the capacity to with- 
stand the heat associated with fire at 
least as well as steel in dimensions appro- 
priate for the purpose for which they 
are used. 

“Pire resistant”— 

(1) With respect to sheet or structural 
members, means the capacity to with- 
stand the heat associated with fire at 
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least as well as aluminum alloy in dimen- 
sions appropriate for the purpose for 
which they are used; and 

(2) With respect to fluid-carrying 
lines, fluid system parts, wiring, air 
ducts, fittings, and powerplant controls, 
means the capacity to perform the in- 
tended functions under the heat and 
other conditions likely to occur when 
there is a fire at the place concerned. 


* > - * . 


Explanation. The present definitions 
of “fireproof” and “fire resistant” in § 1.1 
do not (except for the title) clearly indi- 
cate that the heat referred to is the heat 
associated with a fire. Moreover, the 
words “likely to occur” in the definition 
do not properly convey the intent that 
fire is to be considered a distinct possi- 
bility. However, it should be made clear 
that the protection provided must be re- 
lated to the heat which is likely to occur 
when there is a fire. If sheet or structural 
members are involved, the material used 
should be as resistant to fire as aluminum 
alloy in appropriate dimensions. If fluid 
carrying lines and other specified com- 
ponents are used, they should be capable 
of performing their intended functions 
under the heat likely to occur when there 
is a fire. The function of the sheet and 
structural members in the event of-a 
fire is to preserve their shape and integ- 
rity to the maximum extent consistent 
with the fire conditions so that safety 
of flight will not be further. jeopardized. 
The function of the fluid carrying lines, 
etc., in the event of a fire is to remain in- 
tact and operable until measures can be 
taken to reduce the hazard and to make 
a safe landing. Fire resistant materials, 
where specified, have been determined to 
be necessary for those particular appli- 
cations under the critical conditions of 
fire, and it is also possible that they would 
be more than adequate to meet other con- 
ditions. The proposed definitions would 
also make it clear that the materials so 
designated are required to withstand the 
heat associated with fire and would re- 
move the ambiguity introduced by the 
term “likely to occur.” 


SYSTEMS AND EQUIPMENT PROPOSALS 


Proposal 1. Flight and navigation in- 
struments (§§ 25.1303, 25.1321, 25.1585 
(a), and 25.1587(a)). 1. Section 25.1303 
would be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1303 Flight and navigation instru- 
ments. 


(a) The following flight and naviga- 
tion instruments must be installed so 
that the instrument is visible from each 
pilot station: 

(1) A free air temperature indicator 
cr an air-temperature indicator which 
provides indications that are convertible 
to free-air temperature. 

(2) Aclock (sweep-second pointer) . 

(3) A direction indicator (nonstabi- 
lized magnetic compass) . 

(b) The following flight and naviga- 
tion instruments must be installed at 
each pilot station: 

(1) An airspeed indicating system. If 
airspeed limitations vary with altitude, 
the indicator must have a maximum al- 
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lowable airspeed indicator showing the 
variation of Vo with altitude. 

(2) An altimeter (sensitive) . 

(3) Arate-of-climb indicator (vertical 
speed). 

(4) A rate-of-turn indicator (gyro- 
scopic, with integral bank or slip indi- 
cator). 

(5) A bank and pitch indicator (gyro- 
scopically stabilized) . 

(6) A direction indicator (gyroscopi- 
cally stabilized, magnetic or nonmag- 
netic). 

(c) The following flight and naviga- 
tion instruments are required as pre- 
scribed in this paragraph: 

(1) A speed warning device is required 
for turbine engine powered airplanes and 
for airplanes with Vwo/Mwo greater than 
0.8Vor/Mor or 0.8Vn/Mv. The speed 
warning device must give effective aural 
warning (differing distinctively from 
aural warnings used for other purposes) 
to the pilots, whenever the speed exceeds 
Vuo plus 6 knots or Myo+0.01. The up- 
per limit of the production tolerance for 
the warning device may not exceed the 
prescribed warning speed. 

(2) A machmeter is required at each 
pilot station for airplanes with compres- 
sibility limitations not otherwise indi- 
cated to the pilot by the airspeed indi- 
cating system required under paragraph 
(b) (1) of this section. 

2. Section 25.1321(a) would be deleted 
and § 25.1321 (b), (c), (d), and (e) would 
be redesignated as § 25.1321 (a), (b), (ce), 
and (d), respectively. 

3. Section 25.1585(a) would be 
amended by striking out the word “and” 
at the end of subparagraph (5) ; by strik- 
ing out the period at the end of subpara- 
graph (6) and inserting a semicolon and 
the word “and” in place thereof; and 
by adding a new subparagraph (8) to 
read as follows: 


§ 25.1585 Operating procedures. 

(a) * *+ ¢ 

(8) Use of fuel jettisoning equipment 
(including information to warn flight 
crewmembers against jettisoning fuel 
when any means (including flaps, slots, 
and slats) for changing the airflow 
across or around the wings are being 
used). 


* a * * * 


4. Section 25.1587(a) would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1587 Performance information. 


(a) Each airplane. For each airplane 
the Airplane Flight Manual must contain 
information to permit conversion of the 
indicated temperature to free-air tem- 
perature if other than a free-air temper- 
ature indicator is used to comply with 
the requirements of § 25.1303(a) (1). 


= * * : ” 

Explanation. Section 25.1303 pre- 
scribes the required types of flight and 
navigation instruments, and it.was in- 
tended that the quantity of each instru- 
ment would be prescribed by other sec- 
tions. However, the rules do not provide 
a clear basis for determining the number 
of each instrument that is required. 
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Service experience has shown that cer- 
tain of these instruments should be in- 
stalled at each pilot station so that the 
airplane can be controllable with equal 
safety by either pilot. The installation of 
one of each of the other instruments is 
acceptable if they meet the visibility re- 
quirements of § 25.1321. The proposal 
would classify the instruments according 
to the number of each instrument that 
is required; would include in a separate 
paragraph those instruments which are 
required only in specified airplanes; and 
would delete §25.1321(a) as _ being 
superfluous. 

The proposal would also delete from 
present § 25.1303(a)(2) the provision 
permitting a “precision” altimeter to be 
used in lieu of a “sensitive” altimeter 
since it is not a required instrument 
under §121.305. The term precision 
altimeter is not defined in the regula- 
tions and does not have any significant 
meaning. In addition, present § 25.1303 
(a) (4) would be amended to permit the 
use of either total-air or ram-air tem- 
perature indicators with the provision 
that a chart be included in the Airplane 
Flight Manual to permit conversion of 
that temperature to free air tempera- 
ture. Service experience has shown that 
these indicators (with the inclusion of 
a conversion chart in the Airplane Flight 
Manual) provide a level of safety equiv- 
alent to the free air temperature indi- 
cator. The proposal would also transfer 
the Airplane Flight Manual information 
requirement pertaining, to fuel jettison- 
ing which is now set forth in § 25.1587(a) 
under performance information to 
§ 25.1585, which contains the operating 
procedures information requirements. 

Proposal 2. Miscellaneous equipment 
(§ 25.1307). Section 25.1307 would be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1307 Miscellaneous equipment. 


The following is required miscellaneous 
equipment: 

(a) A seat and safety belt, for each 
occupant. 

(b) Two or more independent sources 
of electrical energy. 

(c) Electrical protective devices, as 
prescribed in this part. 

(d) Two independent systems for two- 
way radio communications, with controls 
for each accessible from each pilot 
station. 

(e) Two independent systems for 
radio navigation, with controls for each 
accessible from each pilot station. 

(f) A windshield wiper, or equivalent, 
for each pilot station. 

(g) An ignition switch, for each en- 


gine. 
(h) Portable fire extinguishers as 
prescribed in § 25.853 (e) and (f). 
Explanation. Section 25.1307 prescribes 
the required miscellaneous equipment 
and also prescribes the required quantity 


in some cases. The proposal would 
amend § 25.1307 to specify the quantity 
in all cases. 

Proposal 3. Equipment systems and 
installations (25.1309). Section 25.1309 
would be amended by renumbering para- 
graphs (c), (d), and (e) as paragraphs 
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(e), (f), and (g), respectively, and by 
making the appropriate changes to the 
paragraph references in those para- 
graphs and by amending paragraph (b) 
and by adding new paragraphs (c) ‘and 
(d) to read as follows: 


§ 25.1309 Equipment systems and in- 
stallatipns. 


(b) The airplane systems and associ- 
ated components, considered separately 
and in relation to other systems, must be 
designed so that— 

(1) The occurrence of a failure condi- 
tion which could result in injury to the 
occupants or prevent the continued safe 
flight and landing of the airplane with- 
out exceptional skill or strength on the 
part of the crew is extremely improbable, 
and 

(2) The occurrence of any other fail- 
ure conditions which could reduce the 
capability of the airplane or the ability 
of the crew to cope with adverse oper- 
ating conditions .or cause marginal 
physiological conditions: for the occu- 
pants is minimized. 


For the purposes of this paragraph, “fail- 
ure condition” means a single failure or 
malfunction, or damage from external 
sources, and any combination of failures, 
malfunctions and damage from external 
sources. 

(c) Means must be provided to alert 
the crew to unsafe system operating con- 
ditions, and to enable them to take ap- 
propriate corrective action. Systems, con- 
trols, and associated monitoring and 
warning means must be designed to 
minimize the possibility of crew errors 
that would create additional hazards. 

(d) Compliance with the requirements 
of paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section 
must be shown by analysis, supported 
where necessary by appropriate ground, 
flight, or flight simulator tests. The an- 
alysis must consider the possible modes 
of failure, the resulting effects on the 
airplane and occupants considering the 
stage of flight and operating conditions, 
the crew warning cues and corrective 
action required, and the capability of 
detecting faults. 


Explanation. Service experience has 
shown that in complex systems consisting 
of many components, more than one 
failure can occur during the same flight. 
New airplane designs are placing more 
dependence on the functioning of such 
systems, for example, fully powered 
control systems with no means of man- 
ual actuation. Where the consequences 
of complete loss of system function 
would be catastrophic, combinations of 
failures and multiple failures due to 
common causes must be considered, and 
sufficient reliability, redundancy, and 
isolation provided to make catastrophic 
systems failure as improbable as that of 
the basic airframe. Failures that result 
in serious degradation of flight charac- 
teristics, a large increase in crew work- 


load, or difficult emergency procedures 


ean become hazardous if they occur in- 


conjunction with adverse operating con- 
ditions. The occurrence of such failures 
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should therefore be minimized by pro- 
viding sufficient reliability or redundancy 
in the critical systems. The more com- 
mon types of failure, which can be ex- 
pected to recur from time to time in 
service, should not cause a significant 
reduction in the ability of the airplane 
or crew to cope with adverse operating 
conditions. Service experience also shows 
that proper consideration of warning 
cues, and systems controls and operating 
procedures is necessary to minimize crew 
errors. A comprehensive systematic fail- 
ure analysis, supported by appropriate 
tests, is necessary to ensure that the 
safety objectives are met. These concepts 
were originally developed for the SST 
Tentative Airworthiness Standards, and 
have been discussed at several confer- 
ences with industry. The proposal sets 
forth those concepts which are consid- 
ered generally applicable to all new type 
transport category airplanes. 

Proposal 4. Equipment systems and in- 
stallation, essential loads (§ 25.1309(c) ). 
Section 25.1309(c) (proposed § 25.1309 
(e) ), would be amended by adding a new 
subparagraph (4) reading as follows: 


§ 25.1309 Equipment systems and in- 
stallations. 


* * + * > 


(c) > s+ 

(4) Essential loads, for which two 
sources of power are required by this 
chapter, after any failure or malfunction 
in any one power supply system, dis- 
tribution system, or other utilization 
system. 


* * = a a 


Explanation. Section 25.1355(c) pro- 
vides that if two independent sources of 
electrical power are required, their elec- 
trical energy supply must be ensured. 
Since required equipment for which two 
sources of power are required may be 
powered by other forms of energy, the 
proposal would extend the principle of 
§ 25.1355(c) to other energy systems. 

Proposal 5. Instruments using a power 
supply (§ 25.1331(a) ). Section 25.1331 (a) 
would be amended by striking out the 
second sentence in subparagraph (2); 
by striking out subparagraph (3) and 
by amending the leadin sentence to read 
as follows: 


§ 25.1331 Instruments using a power 
supply. 
(a) For each instrument required by 
§ 25.1303(b) that uses a power supply, 
the following apply: 
* a = = = 


Explanation. The installation require- 
ments of § 25.1331 for instruments using 
@ power supply are specifically limited in 
§ 25.1331(a) to rate-of-turn, bank and 
pitch, and direction indicators. The re- 
quirements are equally applicable to all 
flight and navigation instruments re- 
quired by § 25.1303(b) which use a power 
supply and the proposal would make the 
rule applicable to all such instruments. 
Similarly, the requirements of § 25.1331 
(a) (2) that each instrument must have 
two independent power sources and a 
means for selecting either source is also 
valid for all required instruments. How- 


Yi 


ever, the second sentence of the subpara- 
graph is inconsistent with the purpose of 
the requirement, and would be deleted. 
In addition, § 25.1331(a) (3) would be de- 
leted since the requirements of that sub- 
paragraph are included in the proposed 
amendments to §§ 25.1309(c)(4) and 
25.1333 (b). 

Proposal 6. Instrument systems (§25.- 
1333). Section 25.1333 would be amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 25.1333 Instrument systems. 


For systems that operate the instru- 
ments required by § 25.1303(b) which 
are located at the first and second pilot’s 
stations— 

(a) Means must be provided to con- 
nect the required instruments at the first 
pilot’s station to operating systems which 
are independent of the operating systems 
at other flight crew stations, or other 
equipment, unless other equally effec- 
tive provisions are made for detecting 
and isolating faults in the instruments 
and systems; 

(b) The systems must be designed so 
that information essential to the safety 
of flight which is provided by the instru- 
ments, including attitude, direction, air- 
speed, and altitude will be immediately 
available to the pilots after any single 
failure or combination of failures that is 
not shown to be extremely improbable; 


and 

(c) Additional instruments, systems, 
or equipment may not be connected to 
the operating systems for the required 
instruments, unless provisions are made 
to ensure the continued normal func- 
tioning of the required instruments in 
the event of any malfunction of the addi- 
tional instruments, systems, or equip- 
ment which is not shown to be extremely 
improbable. 

Explanation. Modern developments in 
instrument systems, such as air data 
computers and inertial platforms, pro- 
vide improved accuracy but involve in- 
strument and system interconnections 
and other characteristics not appropri- 
ately covered in the present rules. The 
proposal would permit these intercon- 
nections, but require consideration of 
combinations of failures to maintain the 
necessary level of safety. 

Proposal 7. Distribution system 
(§ 25.1355). Section 25.1355 would be 
amended by striking out paragraphs (b) 
and (c). 

Explanation. Section 25.1355 (b) and 
(c) are too detailed to be applicable in a 
general way to all modern energy dis- 
tribution system designs. The pertinent 
requirements have been incorporated into 
the proposed amendment to § 25.1309(c) 
(4) and these paragraphs would be 
deleted. 

Proposal 8. Hydraulic systems, design 
(§ 25.1435). Section 25.1435(a) (4) would 
be amended to read as follows: 


§ 25.1435 


Hydraulic systems. 

(a) oe 

(4) There must be means to ensure 
that system pressures, including transient 
pressures and pressures from fluid volu- 
metric changes in components which are 
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likely to remain closed long enough for 
such changes to occur— 

Gd) Will be within 90 to 110 percent 
of pump average discharge pressure at 
each pump outlet or at the outlet of the 
pump transient pressure dampening de- 
vice, if provided; and 

(i) Will not exceed 125 percent of 
the design operation pressure, excluding 
pressures at the outlets specified in sub- 
division (i) of this subparagraph. De- 
sign operating pressure is the maximum 
steady operating pressure. 


* . . * > 


Explanation. Section \25.1435(a) (4) 
requires means to ensure that no pres- 
sure will exceed a “safe limit” above de- 
sign operating pressure, and to prevent 
“excessive pressures” resulting from fluid 
volumetric changes. These general re- 
quirements do not provide a definition 
of the significant terms “safe limit” and 
“excessive pressures.” Service experience 
has shown that the current general re- 
quirements are too broad to ensure the 
necessary reliability in modern complex 
hydraulic systems. In order to make the 
requirements meaningful and to preclude 
questions of intent, the proposal would 
prescribe specific standards which would 
provide a satisfactory system having a 
reasonable minimum level of demonstra- 
ted reliability. The proposed standard 
would limit transient pressures to rela- 
tively low specific values; different values 
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of over-pressure would be established 
for the complete system and for the 
pump; and maximum permissible over- 
pressures would be established at 125 
percent for the system in general and 
+10 percent for pump ripple. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Au- 
gust 16, 1968. 

R. S. S.iirr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10117; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Federal Highway Administration 


[49 CFR Part 294] 
[Docket No. MC-6; Notice 68-6] 


PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF ACCIDENT 
REPORTS 


Notice of Extension of Time To File 
Comments 


On July 16, 1968, the Federal Highway 
Administration published in the Feperau 
REGISTER (33 F.R. 10153), an advance 
notice of proposed rule making, to con- 
sider amending Part 294 of the Motor 
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Carrier Safety Regulations by revoking 
§ 294.1 of that part. 

Interested persons were invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may have 
desired. All comments were to be received 
on or before the close of business August 
23, 1968. 

The National Association of Motor Bus 
Owners (NAMBO) has petitioned that 
the time for filing comments on this 
docket “be extended from August 23 to 
September 23, 1968.” The basis for the 
petition by NAMBO is to, “have an op- 
portunity to consider all the problems 
involved in the pending proposal and to 
review various alternative courses of 
action.” 

Upon consideration of the foregoing 
and in accordance with the requirements 
of § 289.16 of the rule making procedures 
for Motor Carrier Safety Regulations (33 
FR. 8493), the time within which to file 
comments on this rule making action is 
extended for all interested persons to, the 
close of business September 23, 1968. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on August 
21, 1968. 
JOHN R. JAMIESON, 
Deputy Federal 
Highway Administrator. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10206; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
9:50 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[R 1250] 


CALIFORNIA 


Notice of Classification of Public Lands 
for Multiple-Use Management 


AucustT 14, 1968. 

1. Pursuant to the Act of Septem- 
ber 19, 1964 (78 Stat. 986; 43 U.S.C. 
1411-18) and the regulations in 43 CFR 
Parts 2410 and 2411, the public lands 
within the areas described below are 
hereby classified for multiple-use man- 
agement. As used herein, “public lands” 
means any lands withdrawn or reserved 
by Executive Order No. 6910 of Novem- 
ber 26, 1934, as amended, or within a 
grazing district established pursuant to 
the Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), 
as amended, which are not otherwise 
withdrawn or reserved for a Federal use 
or purpose. 

2. Publication of this notice has the 
effect of segregating the described lands 
from appropriation only under (a) the 
agricultural land laws (43 U.S.C., Chs. 7 
and 9, and 25 U.S.C. sec. 334) and from 
sales under section 2455 of the Revised 
Statutes (43 U.S.C. 1171); and (b) the 
lands described in paragraph 5 from 
appropriation under the mining laws 
(30 U.S.C., Ch. 2). The lands shall re- 
main open to all other applicable forms 
of appropriation. 

3. No adverse comments were received 
following publication of a notice of 
proposed classification (33 F.R. 90) or 
at the public hearing in Independence, 
Calif., which was held on June 21, 1968. 
The record can be examined in the 
Bakersfield District Office. 

4. The public lands affected by this 
classification are located within the fol- 
lowing described areas and are shown on 
maps designated 2412-04-01, 04-05-06 
(R-1250) in the District Office, Room 
311, Federal Building, 800 Truxtun Ave- 
nue, Bakersfield, Calif., and at the Land 
Office of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, 1414 University Avenue, Riverside, 
Calif. 

The overall descriptions of the areas 
are as follows: 

SALINE PLANNING UNIT 
5 INYO COUNTY 
Mount Diablo Meridian, California 

All public land within the boundaries de- 

scribed below: 

ng at the corner of sections 1, 6, 
36, and 31, Tps. 10 and 1158., Rs. 40 and 41 E., 
on the western boundary of Death Valley 
National Monument; 

Thence southerly along the western bound- 
ary of Death Valley National Monument in 


Tps. 11 to 16 S., Rs. 40, 41, and 42 E. to the 
township line between Tps. 16 and 17 S.; 


Notices 


West along the south boundary of T. 16 8. 
to the northeast corner of section 1, T. 17 S., 
R. 41 E.; 

South along the east line of R. 41 E., in 
Tps. 17 S., 18 S., and 19 S., to the north 
boundary of the Naval Weapons Center; 

West along the north boundary of the 
Naval Weapons Center between Tps. 19 and 
20 S. to the corner of secs. 3, 4, T. 20 S., R. 
38 E.; 

Southerly along the west boundary of the 
Naval Weapons Center in Tps. 20, 21, 22, 23, 
and 24 S. to the Inyo-Kern County line; 

West along Inko-Kern County line to the 
Los Angeles Aqueduct in sec. 32, T. 24 S., 
R. 38 E.; 

Northerly along the Los Angeles Aqueduct 
to the township line of Tps. 21 and 22 S.; 

West along the south section line of secs. 
34 and 33, T. 21 S., R. 37 E. to the boundary 
of the Inyo National Forest; : 

Northerly along the Inyo National Forest 
boundary in Tps. 21, 20, and 19 S. to the 
corner of secs. 1 and 2, 35 and 36, Tps. 18 
and 19 S.; 

East along the township line between Tps. 
18 and 19 S. to the meander line of Owens 
Lake in sec. 33 of T. 18 S.; 

Northerly along the meander line of Owens 
Lake in Tps. 18 and 17 S. to a point at which 
the Cerro Gordo Mine Road reaches the lake; 

Northeasterly along the Cerro Gordo Mine 
Road to the Cerro Gordo Mine; 

Northwesterly along the crest of the Inyo 
Mountains to the boundary of the Inyo Na- 
tional Forest in T. 13 S., R. 37 E.; 

North along the east boundary of the Inyo 
National Forest to the corner of secs. 1, 6, 36, 
and 31, Tps. 10 and 11 S., Rs. 36 and 37 E.; 

East on the township line between 10 and 
11 S. to the place of beginning. 


PANAMINT PLANNING UNIT 
INYO COUNTY 
Mount Diablo Meridian, California 


All public land within the boundaries de- 
scribed below: 

Beginning at the northwest corner of sec. 6, 
T.17S., R. 42 E.; 

Thence south along the range line between 
Rs. 41 and 42 E. to the boundary of the Naval 
Weapons Center in T. 20S.; 

Southerly along the boundary of the Naval 
Weapons Center in Tps. 20, 21, 22, 23, and 
24 S. to the Inyo-San Bernardino County 
line; 

East along the Inyo-San Bernardino 
County line to the boundary of Death Valley 
National Monument in T. 24 S., R. 47 E.; 

Northerly along the Death Valley National 
Monument in Tps. 24, 23, 22, 21, 20, 19, 18, 
and 17 S. to the township line between Tops. 
16 and 175S.; 

West along the township line between Tps. 
16 and 17 S. to the point of beginning. 


BrrTERWATER PLANNING UNIT 
INYO COUNTY 
San Bernardino Meridian, California 


All public land within the boundaries de- 
scribed below: 

Beginning at the intersection of the east 
boundary of Death Valley National Monu- 
ment and the California-Nevada State line 
in T. 28 N., R.4E.; 

Thence southerly along the Death Valley 
National Monument boundary in Tps. 27, 26, 
25, 24, 23, 22, 21, and 20 N., Rs. 3, 4 and 5 E. 


to the Inyo-San Bernardino County line; 
Easterly along the Inyo-San Bernardino 
County line to the California-Nevada State 
line; 
Northwesterly along the California-Nevada 
State line to the point of beginning. 


The public lands being classified ag- 
gregate approximately 1,868,950 acres. 

5. The following described lands are 
further segregated from appropriation 
under the mining laws (30 U.S.C. Ch. 2), 
approximately 880 acres. 


SALINE PLANNING UNIT 
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN 


T.1858., R. 41 E., 
Sec. 34, SE4SW%, SW'%4SE\%. 
PANAMINT PLANNING UNIT 
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN 
T.175S.,R.42E., 
Sec. 7,SE%4; 
Sec. 8, SW; 
Sec. 17, NW%44,N%SW%: 
Sec. 18, NEY, NSE. 


6. For a period of 30 days from date 
of publication of this notice in the Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER, this classification shall be 
subject to the exercise of administrative 
review and modificaiion by the Secretary 
of the Interior, as provided for in 43 
CFR 2411.2c. 

J. R. PENNY, 
State Director. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10089; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Nevada 057944] 
NEVADA 


Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Withdrawal and Reservation of 
-Lands 

AvucusT 14, 1968. 


Notice of a Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife application, Nevada 057944, 
for withdrawal and reservation of lands 
for the establishment of the Railroad 
Valley Wildlife Management Area was 
published as F.R. Doc. 61-12069, on page 
12224 of the issue for December 21, 1961, 
as amended by F.R. Doc. 63-7042, on page 
6887 of the issue for July 4, 1963. The 
application has been canceled, with the 
concurrence of the applicant agency, in- 
sofar as it affects the following described 
lands: 


MounT DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEv- 


T.7N., R. 56E., 
Secs. 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, all; 
Sec. 22, E4; 
Secs. 23, 24, all; 
Sec. 27, El. 
T.8N.,R. 55E., 
Sec. 1,SE%; 
Sec. 11, SE4SW%4,, SE%; 
Sec. 12, E%, SW%; 
Sec. 13,N%,N%S%; 
Sec. 14, NEY, NEYNWY,, NSE; 
Sec. 22, all; 
Sec. 23, S14; 
Secs. 25, 26, 27, 34, 35, 36, ail, 
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T.8 N., R. 56 E., 
Sec. 1,N%, SE%; 
Secs. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, all; 
Sec. 9, W%; 
Sec. 12, NE%, 8%; 
Sec. 13, all; 
Sec. 16, W%; 
Sec. 17, all; 
Sec. 18, E4%, NW%, NY%SW%; 
Sec. 19, EQ; 
Secs. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 
30, all. 
T.9N., R. 56 E., 
Sec. 25, all; 
Sec. 32, S4NEY%, S%SW%, SEM; 
Sec. 33, all; 
Sec. 34, N%; 
Sec. 35, N44; 
Sec. 36, all. 
T. 8 N., R. 57 E., 
Secs. 5, 6, 7, 8, all; 
Sec. 10, SE%4; 
Sec. 15, WYNEY%, S%SE%; 
Secs. 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, all; 
Sec. 27, N4%NEY,NWY%, WY%SW%; 
Secs. 28, 29, 30, all. 
T.9 N., R. 57 E., 
Secs. 31, 32, all; 
Sec. 33, N%; 
Sec. 34, N44; 
Sec. 35, E%, NY4ZNEYNWY, S%SEYNE% 
NW, SWYNEYNWY,, WYNWK, SE 
NW%, SW. 


Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR 2311, such lands at 
10 a.m., on September 18, 1968, will be 
relieved of the segregative effect of the 
above-mentioned application. 


Rottid E. CHANDLER, 
Manager, Nevada Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10090; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 am.] 


[New Mexico 4871] 
NEW MEXICO 


Notice of Proposed Classification 


Avcust 16, 1968. 

Pursuant to section 2 of the Act of 
September 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1412), no- 
tice is hereby given of a proposal to clas- 
sify the land described below for disposal 
through exchange under section 8 of the 
Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269; 43 
U.S.C. 315g), as amended, for lands with- 
in Valencia County, N. Mex. 

The District Advisory Board, local 
governmental officials and other inter- 
ested parties have been notified of this 
application. Information derived from 
discussions and other sources indicate 
that these lands meet the criterion of 43 
CFR 2410.1-3(c) (4), which authorizes 
classification of lands “for exchanges 
under appropriate authority where they 
are found to be chiefly valuable for pub- 
lic purposes because they have special 
values, arising from the interest of ex- 
change .proponents, for exchange for 
other lands which we need for the sup- 
port of a Federal program.” Information 
concerning the lands, including the rec- 
ord of public discussions, is available for 
inspection and study in the Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Post 
Office and Federal Building, Santa Fe, 
N. Mex. 87501; Socorro District Office, 


NOTICES 


200 Neel Avenue, Socorro, N. Mex. 87801, 
Roswell District Office, Post Office Box 
1397, Roswell, N. Mex. 88201. 


For a period of 60 days from the date 
of this publication, interested parties 
may submit comments to the District 
Manager of the Socorro or Roswell Dis- 
trict Office. 

The lands affected by this proposal are 
located in Chaves and De Baca Counties, 
N. Mex., and are described as follows: 


New Mexico PrRINcIPAL MERIDIAN, 
New MEeExIco 


T.38., R. 23 E., 
Sec. 25; 
Sec. 26, N14. 
T.4S., R. 23 E., 
Sec. 5, lots 1, 2, S4,NE% and SE%4; 
Secs. 10 and 11; 
Sec. 12, SW and SW44SE\%; 
Sec. 138, S%2N% and 8%; 


. 20; 

Sec. 24, N44N%, SEYSW%, and S'1%4SE\%. 
T.5S., R.23 E., 

Sec. 1, lots 1, 2, 3,4,S14N% and S84; 

Sec. 12, N14. 
T.35S.,R.24E., 

Sec. 19, WY,NE% and SE; 

Sec. 20, S14; 

Sec. 26,542814; 

Sec. 27,5484; 

Sec. 28, SW% and S4%SE\%4; 

Sec. 29, E\4; 

Sec. 30, lots 3, 4, E4SWY and SE; 

Secs. 33, 34 and 35. 
T.4S.,R.24E., 

Sec. 1, lots 2, 3, 4, S4NEY%, SWY4NWY, 

and NYSE; 
Sec. 3, lots 1,2, 3 and S%; 
Sec. 4, SEYUNE%, SEYZNWY%, EYSW%,, 
SW'Y4SW, and SE\%; 
Sec. 7, lot 4, SE4SW'% and S%4SE%; 
Sec. 9; 


Sec. 10, W1ZE'% and Wi; 
Sec. 11, E% and E,W; 
Sec. 14, NE%4; 

Sec. 15, WE and Wi; 


Sec. 17; 

Sec. 18, lot 1, N4NE%, NEYNW%, and 
SE; 

Sec. 19, NE%4; 

Sec. 22, NEY4NEY, WE, and W%; 

Sec. 23, NW144NW%4; 

Sec. 26, SW%4SW'%; 

Sec. 27, WIZE, Wi, and SE4SE%: 

Sec. 

Sec. 

Sec. 


28; 

29, NWY4NW%, SYNW%, and SW%; 

30, lots 3, 4, SE4NE%4, E%SW%, and 
SE%4; 

Sec. 31, lot 3, SE4ZSW% and S1%4SE\,; 

Sec. 33, N%, N%SWY%, SEY%SW%, and 


Sec. 3, lots 1, 2, 3, 4, S4ANEY%, SEYAZNWY, 
NWY%4SW%, 8S%SW%, N%SE%, and 
SEY%4SE%4; 

Sec. 4, lot 1,S44NWY% and N¥%S\; 

Sec. 5, lots 1, 2, and S14,NE%; 

Sec. 6, lots 1 to 7, inclusive, S4NE%, 
SEYNW,, E%SW%,and SE; 7 

Sec. 7, lots 1,2, NE% and E14,NW%4; 

Sec. 10, NW. 


The areas described aggregate 20,426.49 
acres. 
W. J. ANDERSON, 
State Director. 
[F-R. Doc. 68-10091; -Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[OR 3660] 
OREGON 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 


AvcustT 15, 1968. 


The Bureau of Land Management, U.S. 
Department of the Interior, has filed an 
application, Serial No: OR 3660, for the 
withdrawal of the O&C and public do- 
main lands described below, from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws including the mining laws, but 
not the mineral leasing laws. 

The applicant desires the lands to pro- 
tect the Wildwood, Salmon Falls, Mis- 
souri Bend, and Umpqua Recreation Sites 
for public recreational use. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, 729 
Northeast Oregon Street, Post Office Box 
2965, Portland, Oreg. 97208. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake such 
investigations as are necessary to deter- 
mine the existing and potential demand 
for the lands and their resources. He will 
also undertake negotiations with the ap- 
plicant agency with the veiw of adjust- 
ing the application to reduce the area to 
the minimum essential to meet the appli- 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the lands for 
purposes other than the applicant’s, to 
eliminate lands needed for purposes more 
essential than the applicant’s, and to 
reach agreement on the concurrent man- 
agement of the lands and their resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con- 
sideration by the Secretary of the In- 
terior who will determine whether or not 
the lands will be withdrawn as requested 
by the applicant agency. 

The determination of the Secretary 
on the application will be published in 
the FepERAL REGISTER. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
O&C LAND 
Wildwood Recreation Site 


.258.,R.7E., 
Sec. 31,514NE\4, SW4SW, E1,SW\, and 
S 


= 


Salmon Falls Recreation Site 


T.8S.,R.4E., 
Sec. 31, lots 3, 4, and 10. 


Missouri Bend Recreation Site Addition 
T.14 S.,R.9 W., 
Sec. 13, NEYZSEY%SW\%. 
Umpqua Recreation Site 
T.25 8..R.7W., 


Sec. 9, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4; 
Sec. 15, lot 3. 
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PUBLIC DOMAIN LAND 
Umpqua Recreation Site 

T.258S.,R.7W., 

Sec. 10, lot 2. 

The areas described aggregate 621.07 
acres. 

Vircit O. SEISER, 
Chief, Branch of Lands. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10092; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





Geological Survey 
MISSISSIPP! AND WYOMING 


Definitions of Known Geologic Struc- 
tures of Producing Oil and Gas 
Fields 


Pursuant to 43 CFR 3120.2-2(b) notice 
is hereby given that the known geologic 
structures of producing oil and gas fields 
have been defined as follows: 

NAMES OF FYELD, EFFECTIVE DATE, ACREAGE 
(24) MISSISSIPPI 

Levees Creek (revision); August 26, 1967; 755. 
(50) WYOMING 

Cow Creek (revision); November 22, 1967; 

2,362. 

Espy; April 12, 1968; 2,307. 

Grieve (revision); April 4, 1968; 2,440. 

Reno; February 29, 1968; 8,170. 


South Baggs-Pole Gulch (revision); Septem- 
ber 22, 1967; 9,152. 


Maps and diagrams showing the bound- 
aries of the defined structures have been 
filed with the appropriate land office of 
the Bureau of Land Management and are 
also of record in the Geological Sur- 
vey, Washington, D.C. 

ARTHUR A. BAKER, 
Acting Director. 
AvucusT 15, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10095; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





Office of the Secretary 
MONTANA 


Restoration of Land in Heart Butte 
School Reserve to Blackfeet Tribe 


Whereas, pursuant to authority con- 
tained in the Act of Congress approved 
March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1015, 1036), cer- 
tain land was reserved within the Black- 
feet Indian Reservation, Mont., for the 
Heart Butte farm station and day school, 
and 

Whereas, there are certain remaining 
lands within the reserve referred to 
which are desired by the Indians and 
which are surplus to government needs, 
and 

Whereas, the Tribal Business Council 
and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs have recommended restoration of 
the lands involved to tribal ownership, 

Now, therefore, by virtue of the au- 
thority vested in the Secretary of the 
Interior by the Act of Congress approved 
March i, 1907 (34 Stat. 1015, 1036), the 
following described parcel of land is 
hereby restored to tribal ownership of 


NOTICES 


the Blackfeet Tribe of the Blackfeet In- 
dian Reservation subject to any valid 
existing rights: E%SW%4SWi%4, E% 
WSW%4SW, Sec. 7, T. 29 N., R. 9 
W., Montana principal meridian, Mon- 
tana, comprising an area of 30 acres. 


Davin S. BLACK, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior. 


AvucustT 16, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10087; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY. 


Internal Revenue Service 
[Order 107] 


ASSISTANT REGIONAL COM- 
MISSIONERS ET AL. 


Delegation of Authority Regarding 
Taxes 


Avcust 15, 1968. 

Authority to determine that certain 
“Savings Institutions” do not intend to 
avoid taxes by paying dividends or 
interest for periods representing more 
than 12 months. 

1. The authority granted to the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue under 26 
CFR 1.461-1(e) (3) (ii) to determine that 
an organization referred to therein does 
not intend to avoid taxes (and therefore 
be permitted to deduct one-tenth of the 
amount of dividends or interest not al- 
lowed as a deduction for a taxable year 
under 26 CFR 1.461-1(e) (1) in each of 
10 succeeding taxable years) is hereby 
delegated to the following officials: 

(a) Assistant Regional Commissioners 
(Appellate) , 

(b) District Directors, 

(c) Director of International Opera- 
tions, 

(d) Chiefs, Appellate Branch Offices, 

(e) Associate Chiefs, Appellate Branch 
Offices, 

(f) Assistant Chiefs, Appellate Branch 
Offices, 

(g) Assistant District Directors, and 


(th) Chiefs of District Audit Divi- 
sions. 


2. The authority delegated to Assist- 
ant Chiefs, Appellate Branch Offices, is 
limited to cases in which the net defi- 
ciency or the net overassessment deter- 
mined by the District Director or by the 
Director of International Operations did 
not exceed $50,000 and the determina- 
tion of the Appellate Division does not 
involve a net overassessment in excess 
of $50,000. . 

3. This authority may be redelegated 
only by District Directors and the Direc- 
tor of International Operations, who may 
redelegate to the Chief of Review Staff 
(or to the Chief of Technical Branch 
where that position has been estab- 
lished) and Chief of Conference Staff. 


[seat] SHELDON S. COHEN, 
Commissioner. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10147; Piled, Aug. 21, 1968; 


8:51 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Commodity Credit Corporation 
1967-CROP LOAN COTTON 
Notice of Acquisition 


All outstanding loans on cotton under 
Commodity Credit Corporation’s 1967 
Cotton Loan Program matured on July 
31, 1968. Notice is hereby given that if 
the borrower or a purchaser of his equity 
did not redeem the cotton securing any 
such outstanding loan before the close 
of business on July 31, 1968, Commodity 
Credit Corporation, pursuant to the pro- 
visions of the loan agreement covering 
such loan, acquired title to such cotton 
at the close of business on July 31, 1968; 
and title, without a sale thereof, vested 
in Commodity Credit Corporation at such 
time. As provided in the loan agreement 
Commodity Credit Corporation will not 
pay for any market value which such 
cotton may have in excess of the loan 
value of the cotton plus applicable 
charges and interest. 

In the event a producer has made a 
fraudulent representation in the loan 
documents or in obtaining the loan, CCC 
shall credit the market value of the cot- 
ton as of the date title vests in CCC, as 
determined by CCC, against the amount 
due on the loan and the producer shall 
be personally liable for any balance due 
on the loan. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on August 
16, 1968. 
H. D. GopFrrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10125; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


- Business and Defense Services 
Administration 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) , and the reg- 
ulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 2433 
et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien- 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De- 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket No. 68—-00607-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Agricultural Research Service, Market 
Quality Research Division, 5578 Air 
Terminal Drive, Fresno, Calif. 93727. 
Article: Electron microscope, Model 
Elmiskop IA. Manufacturer: Siemens 
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Corp., West Germany. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used for re- 
search concerning the investigations of 
insect pathology and host-parasite re- 
lationships of insects and microbial 
pathogens. Comments: No comments 
have been received with respect to this 
application. Decision: Application ap- 
proved. No instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, is being 
manufactured in the United States. Rea- 
sons: The only known comparable dom- 
estic instrument is the Model EMU-4 
electron microscope manufactured by the 
Radio Corporation of America (RCA). 
Effective September 1968, the RCA 
Model EMU-4 has been redesigned to in- 
crease certain performance capabilities, 
with a quoted delivery time of 60 days. 
However, since the applicant placed the 
order for the foreign article prior to May 
22, 1968, the determination of scientific 
equivalency has been made with refer- 
ence to the characteristics and specifi- 
cations of the RCA Model EMU-4 rele- 
vant at that time. (1) The foreign article 
is to be used in studies on insect pathol- 
ogy and host-parasite relationships and 
on insect viruses. The foreign article has 
a specified guaranteed resolution of 5 
Angstroms. (The lower the numerical 
rating in terms of Angstrom units, the 
better the resolving capabilities.) For 
the purposes for which the foreign arti- 
cle is intended to be used, the highest 
possible resolution is required. Therefore, 
the additional resolving capabilities of 
the foreign article are pertinent. (2) 
The foreign article provides accelerating 
voltages of 40, 60, 80, and 100 kilovolts, 
whereas the RCA Model EMU-4 pro- 
vided accelerating voltages of only 50 and 
100 kilovolts. It has been experimentally 
demonstrated that the lower and inter- 
mediate voltages afford a greater selec- 
tion of voltages for optimum contrast in 
the specimen image. For the purposes 
for which the foreign article is intended 
to be used, the lower and intermediate 
accelerating voltages are pertinent. 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that 
the RCA Model EMU-4 is not of equiva- 
lent scientific value to the foreign article, 
for the purposes for which such article 
is intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin- 
istration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10102; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 





DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
ET AL. 
Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 


NOTICES 


scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended to 
be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, Sci- 
entific Instrument Evaluation Division, 
Business and Defense Services Adminis- 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20230, within 
20 calendar days after date on which this 
notice of application is published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967 issue of 
the FepERAL REGISTER, prescribe the re- 
quirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation Di- 
vision, Department of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its au- 
thorized agent, if any, to whose applica- 
tion the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68—00594-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Human Nutrition Research Division, 
Agricultural Research Center, Beltsville, 
Md. 20705. Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 
8800A Ultrotome III. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used to 
prepare uniform ultrathin serial sections 
of cells for histological and histochemi- 
cal studies concerning the cellular and 
subcellular level of animal tissues. A 
major emphasis is being placed on the 
fine structure of the cell wall in relation 
to the textural quality of meat. Applica- 
tion received by Commissioner of Cus- 
toms: May 20, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00595-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: Michigan State University, De- 
partment of Microbiology and Public 
Health, East Lansing, Mich. 48823. Arti- 
cle: Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800 Ultro- 
tome ITI. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used to prepare uniform 
ultrathin serial sections of cells required 
for studying bacterial morphogenesis 
and differentiation. Serial sections of 
high quality and uniformity are needed 
for optimal resolution of bacterial or- 
ganelles. Application received by Com- 
missioner of Customs: May 20, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—00601-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: St. Margaret’s Hospital, Depart- 
ment of Pathology and Medical Research, 
90 Cushing Avenue, Dorchester, Mass. 
02125. Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 
8800A Ultrotome III. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used to 
prepare sections of pathological tissues 
as well as cultured cell monolayers for 
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. 
electron microscopy. The ultrathin sec- 
tions needed must be prepared in long 
series and cut in equal thickness through- 
out. Application received by Commis- 
sioner of Customs: May 21, 1968. 


Docket No. 68—-00650-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: New York University Medical 
Center, 550 First Avenue, New York, N.Y. 
10016. Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 
8800 Ultrotome III. Manufacturer: LKB 
Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used to sec- 
tion long serial ultrathin sections to be 
used both in cancer research and student 
teaching at the graduate level. Cancer 
research involves the following projects: 


1. Investigating the role of melano- 
somes in the respiration of malignant 
melanomas. 

2. Determining the significance of or- 
ganic free radicals formed from lipoper- 
oxides of cytomembranes. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
June 14, 1968. 


Docket No. .68-00663-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: Ecological Investigations Program, 
National Communicable Disease Center, 
2002 West 39th Street, Kansas City, 
Kans. 66103. Article: Ultramicrotome, 
LKB 8800 Ultrotome ITI. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
to prepare ultrathin sections of biologi- 
cal materials for examination by elec- 
tron microscopy. This biological material 
is obtained from persons and animals 
with leukemia and is examined for pres- 
ence of virus particles. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
June 21, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00680-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: US. Department of Agriculture, 
Agriculture Research Service, Human 
Nutrition Research Division, Beltsville, 
Md. 20705. Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 
8800A Ultrotome ITI. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used to 
prepare ultrathin sections of microorga- 
nisms and diseased and healthy tissues 
for histochemical and cytochemical 
studies at the ultrastructural level. The 
resolution that is obtained in biological 
studies at the ultrastructural level is de- 
termined more by section thinness than 
the performance of the electron micro- 
scope. Application received by Commis- 
sioner of Customs: June 27, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00694—98-26000. Appli- 
cant: Rio Hondon Junior College Dis- 
trict, 3600 Workman Mill Road, Whit- 
tier, Calif. 90608. Article: Device for the 
Theory of Electricity, Model EG ZA/ZT 
B. Manufacturer: Dr. Clemenz, West 
Germany. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used as a teaching aid for 
conducting a wide range of experiments 
in connection with the theory of elec- 
tricity instructions. Application received 
ee of Customs: June 28, 
1 js 

CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin- 
istration. 
[F.R. Doc, 68-10103; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH, 
PUERTO RICO, ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the re- 
ceipt of applications for duty-free entry 
of scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended to 
be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, Sci- 
entific Instrument Evaluation Division, 
Business and Defense Services Adminis- 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20230, within 
20 calendar days after date on which this 
notice of application is published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FepreraL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation 
Division, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its au- 
thorized agent, if any, to whose applica- 
tion the comment pertains; and the com- 
ment filed with the Director must certify 
that such copy has been mailed or de- 
livered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69—00029-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: National Institutes of Health, Lab- 
oratory of Perinatal Physiology, Post Of- 
fice Box 5095, San Juan, P.R. 00906. Ar- 
ticle: Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800A Ultro- 
tome ITI. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used in studying the ef- 
fects of hypoxia on mammalian myocar- 
dium with emphasis on the ultrastructure 
of sarcoplasmic reticulum and mitochon- 
dria. To determine as near as possible the 
three dimensional morphology of the 
sarcoplasmic reticulum, large numbers 
of serial sections of carefully controlled 
thickness must be studied. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
July 12, 1968. 

Docket No. 69—00030—33-46500. Appli- 
cant: Mount Sinai School of Medicine, 
Department of Anatomy, Fifth Avenue 
and 100th Street, New York, N.Y. 10029. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800A Ul- 
trotome ITI. Manufacturer: LKB Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of ar- 
ticle: The article will be used in investi- 
gation of the ultrastructural alterations 
of liver and salivary glands in various ex- 
perimental conditions. These include the 
effect of drugs on liver and salivary 
glands which produce hyperplastic and 
hypertrophic enlargements of these or- 
gans. Serial sections, sections of different 
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thickness and of large areas are needed 
for electron microscopic examinations. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: July 12, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00031-33-46020. Appli- 
cant: University of Louisville, 2301 South 
Third Street, Louisville, Ky. 40208. Ar- 
ticle: Polarising Stereoscopic Microscope, 
Model MPS-1. Manufacturer: Technical 
and Optical Equipment (London) Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for studies of 
vascular disease, namely atherosclerosis 
and thrombosis. In atherosclerosis, it will 
be used to observe large fields of tissue in 
order to distinguish between cholestrol 
crystals which are birefringent and 
phospholipids which are not. Secondly, it 
will be used to examine large crystals 
prepared from fibrinogen and fibrin puri- 
fications. “Application received by Com- 
missioner of Customs: July 12, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00035-33-63200. Appli- 
cant: Veterans Administration Hospital, 
Lexington, Ky. 40507. Article: Pneumo- 
taxic Guide. Manufacturer: Preci-Tool 
Ltd., Canada. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for accurate 
placement of lesions deep within the 
brain of patients afflicted with Parkin- 
son’s, intractable pain, epilepsy, and 
certain types of movement disorders. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: July 15, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00036-33-79300. Appli- 
cant: Veterans Administration Hospital, 
3495 Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, N.Y. 14215. 
Article: Multi-channel stethoscope, Type 
16100. Manufacturer: Amplivox Exports 
Limited, United Kingdom. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used for 
group teaching in the detection of hard- 
to-hear cardiac sounds. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
July 15, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00038-33-14200. Appli- 
cant: Tufts University School of Medi- 
cine, 136 Harrison Avenue, Boston, Mass. 
02111. Article: Image Analyzing Com- 


puter, Model QTMB/1 and accessories. ~ 


Manufacturer: Metals Research Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for radioauto- 
graphic analysis of the effects of various 
drugs on the growth of tumor cells. A 
radioautograph is a preparation of cells 
on a glass slide which is coated with 
photographic emulsion to detect any 
radioactivity which the cells may have. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: July 15, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00042—00-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Pennsylvania, Ad- 
ministrative Offices, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19104. Article: Exposure Meter with 
Timer, Number 171 466A. Manufacturer: 
Siemens AG, West Germany. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used as 
an accessory to an existing electron mi- 
croscope for measurement of exact ex- 
posure time. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 16, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00049-33-78095. Appli- 
cant: University of Miami, Coral Gables, 
Pla. 38124. Article: Fluorescence spectro- 
photometer, Model MPF-2A. Manufac- 
turer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used to de- 
tect and identify carcinogenic metabo- 


lites in the urine and in the bladder mu- 
cosa. These substances are highly fluores- 
cent and should be conducive to this 
project which is concerned with the study 
of the mechanism of production of can- 
cer of the urinary bladder. Application 
received by Commissioner of Cutoms: 
July 19, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00050-00—77040. Appli- 
cant: National Communicable Disease 
Center, Toxicology Laboratory Pesticides 
Program, 1600 Clifton Road NE., At- 
lanta, Ga. 30333. Article: Mass Marker, 
Model LKB 9010, for use with Mass 
Spectrometer. Manufacturer: LKB Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of ar- 
ticle: The article will be used as an ac- 
cessory to an existing mass spectrometer. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: July 22, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00051-01-11000. Appli- 
cant: US. Department of Interior, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Patuxent Wildlife Research Center, 
Laurel, Md. 20810. Article: Gas Chroma- 
tograph-mass spectrometer, Model LKB 
9000. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, 
Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used for devleopment of 
methodology and performance of analyt- 
ical determination for a wide range of 
contaminants that pollute the environ- 
ment. Examples of research programs 
are as follows: 

1. Separation of complex mixtures of 
extracts from wildlife to establish the 
structure of these unknown compounds. 

2. Complete and accurate residue 
analysis for identification of unidentified 
metabolites. 

3. Ability to identify steroids neces- 
sary for the nutrition of certain disease 
producing organisms. 

4. Chemical identification of steroid 
reproductive hormones and their meta- 
bolic products. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 22, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00055-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: Spelman College, 350 Spelman 
Lane SW., Atlanta, Ga. 30314. Article: 
Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800A Ultrotome 
Ill. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, 
Sweden. Intended use of. article: The 
article will be used for studies concern- 
ing the fine structure of the endogenous 
stages of the life cycle of a protozoan 
parasite of chickens. Various species of 
this parasite invade epithelial cells in 
different regions of the intestine of 4 
chicken. Intestinal tissue infected with 
the several species of this protozoan will 
be prepared for observation with the 
electron microscope. This requires ultra- 
thin sections in series and equal thick- 
ness throughout. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 24, 1968. 

Docket No.: 69-00057—33-—46500. Appli- 
cant: National Institutes of Health, 
Building 10, Bethesda, Md. 20014. Article: 
Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800A Ultrotome 
Ill. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, 
Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used in studies concerning 
bacterial morphogenesis and differentia- 
tion. A wide range of unknown biopsies 
from patients is also planned and it is 
essential that the ultramicrotome have 
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as much versatility as possible. The wid- 
est possible range of cutting speeds is 
essential for sectioning these varied types 
of tissues for electron microscopy. Serial 
sections of high quality and uniformity 
are required for optimal resolution of the 
pacterial organelles. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: July 24, 
1968. 

Docket No. 69-00058-00-54800. Appli- 
cant: University of Michigan, Depart- 
ment of Ophthalmology, 5044 Kresge IT, 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 48104. Article: Optical 
Bench Components. Manufacturer: Pre- 
cision Tool and Instrument Co. Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of arti- 
ee: The article will be used to replace 
parts of existing scientific instruments 
used in research on the physiology of 
the eye and for teaching. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
July 24, 1968. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Ad- 
ministration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10104; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Scientific Instrument Evaluation Divi- 
sion, Business and Defense Services Ad- 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FepERAL REGISTER, prescribe the re- 
quirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation 
Division, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its 
authorized agent, if any, to whose appli- 
cation the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed or 
delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69-—00006-98-34040. Appli- 
cant: University of Chicago, Operator of 
Argonne National Laboratory, 9700 South 
Cass Avenue, Argonne, II]. 60439. Article: 





NOTICES 


Microwave Oscillator Tube, Type 
COE40B. Manufacturer: Compagnie Gen- 
erale de Telegraphie Sans Fil, France. 
Intended use of article: The article will 
be used as a component of the proton 
polarized target system. The proton 
polarized target has been used in a num- 
ber of high energy physics experiments 
and is scheduled for a number of future 
experiments. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 1, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00008—33-—77040. Appli- 
cant: University of California, San Fran- 
cisco Medical Center, Parnassus Avenue 
at Arguello, San Francisco, Calif. 94122. 
Article: Mass Spectrometer, Model MS— 
902. Manufacturer: Associated Electrical 
Industries, United Kingdom. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
for analytical chemical and biochemical 
problems in medical and other health- 
related research to determine the com- 
position and structure of molecules avail- 
able in minute quantities, and usually 
either isolated from biochemical trans- 
formation, or frequently in disease con- 
ditions as metabolic products or the 
result of congenital biochemical disorders 
in hormonal or related systems. Applica- 
tion received by Commissioner of Cus- 
toms: July 3, 1968. 

Docket No. 69—00011-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: Sonoma State College, 1801 East 
Cotati Avenue, Rohnert Park, Calif. 
94928. Article: Electron Microscope, 
Model EM 9A. Manufacturer: Carl Zeiss, 
West Germany. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for teaching and 
research projects in biology,-chemistry, 
physics, and geology. Projects underway 
for which this instrument will be used 
include such things as studies of the 
ultrastructure of plant cell walls and 
crystal particle analysis. Simplicity of 
operation*and short training period will 
make this instrument ideal for teaching 
and research. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 3, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00012—01-07500. Appli- 
cant: Texas A. & M. University, Soil and 
Crop Science Department, College Sta- 
tion, Tex. 77843. Article: Precision 
Calorimetry System and Titration As- 
semblies. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used to measure the heat 
exchange involved in ion exchange re- 
actions for both systematic and naturally 
occurring ion exchanges. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
July 8, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00013-91-46500. Appli- 
cant: Colgate University, Hamilton, N.Y. 
13346. Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 
8800 Ultrotome III. Manufacturer: LKB 
Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used to sec- 
tion plant tissue for observation under 
the electron microscope. The study in- 
cludes differentiation of plant tissue in 
and near the apical meristem of Lychnis 
alba. The study is ultimately to be ex- 
panded to include a number of other 
dioecious dicotyledons. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
July 8, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00015—33-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Kentucky, College of 
Agriculture, Agriculture Science Build- 
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ing, Lexington, Ky. 40506. Article: Elec- 
tron Microscope, Model JEM-7A, and 
High Contrast Accessory. Manufacturer: 
Japan Electron Optics Laboratory, Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The arti- 
cle will be used for research in the fol- 
lowing areas: 

1. Study of fine structure of protein 
subunits in a mature virus particle, in 
particles being disrupted shortly after 
infection, and in particles being synthe- 
sized in infected cells. 

2. Determination of the distribution 
of radioisotope labeled metal elements, 
as well as amino acid in and around 
mitochondrial membrane fragments. 

3. Study of the effects of certain toxi- 
cants on the ultrastructure of biological 
membranes. 

Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: July 8, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00016—00—46040. Appli- 
cant: University of California, San Fran- 
cisco Medical Center, 1438 South 10th 
Street, Richmond, Calif. 94804. Article: 
Short Focal Length. Manufacturer: 
Siemens AG, West Germany. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used as 
an attachment to an existing electron 
microscope to improve the resolution 
power. Application received by Commis- 
sioner of Customs: July 8, 1968. 

Docket No. 69—00017-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: University of Michigan, School of 
Dentistry, Department of Oral Biology, 
1011 North University Street, Ann Arbor, 
Mich. 48104. Article: Ultra Microtome, 
Model SIDEA “Om U2”. Manufacturer: 
C. Reichert Optische Werke AG, Aus- 
tria. Intended use of article: The article 
will be used for sectioning sections of 
bone-containing tissue about 600 Ang- 
strom units in thickness for electron 
microscopy. The research is a part of an 
investigation involving calcification of 
the developing teeth and associated bony 
structures, as well as including pain 
transmission through the hard struc- 
tures of the tooth. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: July 8.” 
1968. 

Docket No. 69-00025-33-—46500. Appli- 
cant: National Institutes of Health, 
Building 10, Room 11N 313, Bethesda, 
Md. 20014. Article: Ultramicrotome, 
LKB 8800A Ultrotome III. Manufac- 
turer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. In- 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used for sectioning thin sections of uni- 
form thickness for comparative studies 
using enzyme digestions. This will be in 
connection with elucidating the chemical 
morphology of viruses. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: July 
12, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00026—33-46500. Appli- 
cant: National Institutes of Health, 
Building 5, Room 127, Bethesda, Md. 
20014. Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 
8800A Ultratome II. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
in a proposed research program which 
requires that high resolution microscopy 
be carried out on virus-cell interrelation- 
ships. Uniformity and continuity of the 
sections to be studied are needed to eval- 
uate the exact relationships of the virus 
and cirrus subunits with the cellular 
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components. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 12, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00027-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: University of Pittsburgh, Fifth and 
Bigelow Avenues, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15213. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800 Ul- 
trotome III. Manufacturer: LKB Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article. The article will be used for 
studies concerning the ultrastructure of 
various tissues. The work necessitates 
exact predetermined ultrathin section- 
ing of tissues in a serial form. The teach- 
ing goals in microscopy will be governed 
by the precision of the work that can be 
performed by the ultramicrotome. Appli- 
cation received by Commissioner of Cus- 
toms: July 12, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00028-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: University of Rochester, 260 Crit- 
tenden Boulevard, Rochester, N.Y. 14620. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800 Ul- 
trotome ITI. Manufacturer: LKB. Pro- 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used in 
connection with the study of human 
brain tumors in tissue culture. Cells 
with giant nuclei and inclusions are 
of particular interest and are sec- 
tioned very thin with the ultramicro- 
tome for observation under the electron 
microscope. It is hoped to learn the 
exact nature of material within the 
unusual nuclei and inclusions in these 
human brain tumors. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
July 12, 1968. 

CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin- 
istration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10105; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an appli- 
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Ma- 
terials Importation Act of 1966 (Public 
Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897), and the regu- 
lations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 2433 
et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien- 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De- 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket No. 68—00617-—33-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Pennsylvania, New 
Bolton Center, School of Veterinary 
Medicine, Rural Delivery 1, Kenneth 
Square, Pa. 19348. Article: Electron mi- 
croscope, Model Elmiskop IA. Manufac- 
turer: Siemens AG, West Germany. In- 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used primarily for the bovine leukemia 
research program which encompasses the 
detection and ultrastructural examina- 
tion of viruses at high magnifications. 
Comments: No comments have been 


NOTICES 


received with respect to this application. 


Decision: Application approved. No in- 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
the purposes for which such article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. Reasons: The only 
known comparable domestic instrument 
is the Model EMU-4 electron microscope 
manufactured by the Radio Corporation 
of America (RCA). Effective September 
1968, the RCA Model EMU-4 has been 
redesigned to increase certain perform- 
ance capabilities, with a quoted delivery 
time of 60 days. However, since the ap- 
plicant placed the order for the foreign 
article prior to June 3, 1968, the deter- 
mination of scientific equivalency has 
been made with reference to the charac- 
teristics and specifications of the RCA 
Model EMU-4 relevant at that time. (1) 
The foreign article has a specified guar- 
anteed resolution of 5 Angstroms. The 
RCA Model EMU-4 had a guaranteed 
resolution of 8 Angstroms. (The lower the 
numerical rating in terms of Angstrom 
units, the better the resolving capabili- 
ties.) For the purposes for which the 
foreign article is intended to be used, the 
highest possible resolution is required. 
Therefore, the additional resolving capa- 
bilities of the foreign article are perti- 
nent. (2) The foreign article provides 
accelerating voltages of 40, 60, 80, and 
100 kilovolts, whereas the RCA Model 
EMU-4 provided only 50 and 100 kilovolt 
accelerating voltages. It has been experi- 
mentally demonstrated that the lower 
accelerating voltage of the foreign article 
furnishes better contrast for unstained 
specimens and the voltages intermediate 
between 50 and 100 kilovolts afford op- 
timum contrast for negatively stained 
specimens. For the purposes for which 
the foreign article is intended to be used, 
the lower and intermediate accelerating 
voltages are pertinent. 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that 
the RCA Model EMU-4 is not of equiva- 
lent scientific value to the foreign article, 
for the purposes for which such article is 
intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin- 
istration. 


{F.R. Doc. 68-10106; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Maritime Administration 
[Report 91] 

LIST OF FREE WORLD AND POLISH 
FLAG VESSELS ARRIVING IN CUBA 
SINCE JANUARY 1, 1963 
Section 1. The Maritime Administra- 

tion is making available to the appro- 

priate Departments the following list of 


vessels which have arrived in Cuba since 
January 1, 1963, based on information 
received through August 9, 1968, ex- 
clusive of those vessels that called at 
Cuba on U.S. Government-approved 
noncommercial voyages and those listed 
in section 2. Pursuant to established U.S. 
Government policy, the listed vessels are 
ineligible to carry U.S. Government-fi- 
nanced cargoes from the United States. 


FLAG OF REGISTRY AND NAME OF SHIP 


British (52 ships) 


Antarctica --.. 


Baxtergate 
Changpaishan 


Eastfortune 
Eastglory 
Fortune Enterprise 


**Jeb Lee (trip to Cuba under ex- 
name Garthdale—British) 

Jollity 

**Kali Elpis (trips to Cuba under 
ex-name Ardmore—British) ~-.. 

**Kelso (trips to Cuba under ex- 
name Ardgem—British) 

Kinross 


**Meadow Court (trips to Cuba 
under ex-name Ardrossmore— 


y 
Red Sea (previous trip to Cuba 
under ex-name Grosvenor Mar- 
iner—British ) 
**Rosetta Maud (trips to Cuba 
under ex-name Ardtara—Brit- 


**Shun Wah (trips to Cuba under 
ex-name Vercharmian— 
British) 

Southgate (previous trips to 
Cuba under ex-name Arlington 


See footnotes at end of document. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 164—THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1968 





NOTICES 11941 


FPLaG oF REGISTRY AND NaME or SHIP PLac oF REGISTRY AND Namez oF SHrp FLaG OF REGISTRY AND’ NAME oF SHIP 


Gross Gross 


Cypriot (36 ships) 


Aegis Hope (previous trips to 
Cuba under ex-name Hunts- 
more—British ) 

Agenor 

Aiolos II (previous trips to Cuba— 
Lebanese) 

*Akmeon (tanker) 

Alice (previous trips to Cuba— 
Greek) 

Amfithea (previous trip to Cuba 
under ex-name 


French (6 ships) 


**Atlanta (trip to Cuba under ex- 
mame Enee—French) 


Energetyk 

Angeliki Grodziec 

Anka 

Antonia II (previous trip to Cuba 
under ex-name Stylianos N. 
Viassopulos—Greek) 

Apollonian 

Areti (previous trips to Cuba— 
Lebanese) 

Captain Papalios (tanker) 

Claire (previous trips to Cuba— 
Lebanese) 


Kopalinia Bobrek 

Kopalnia Czladz 

Kopalnia Miechowice 

Kopalnia Siemianowice........ -_ 
Kopalnia Wujek 


afuTueToCoe™ 


Dorine Papilios (previous trips to 
Cuba under ex-name Formen- 
tor—British) 

E. D. Papalios 

El Toro 

Free Navigator (previous trips to 
Cuba under ex-name Newdene— 
British) 

Free Trader (previous trips to 
Cuba—Lebanese) 


Katerina (previous trips to Cuba— 
Lebanese) 

**Laurel (trips to Cuba under ex- 
mame Ioannis Aspiotio— 
BOI . cvccicienidinmcnttniipiteinn ais 

Marika (trips to Cuba—Leba- 
nese) 

Mery (previous trips to Cuba— 
Greek) 

Newforest (previous 

Newgate (previous trips to Cuba— 
British) 

**Newlane 
British) 

Newmoor (previous trips to Cuba 
—British ) 

Olga [previous trips to Cuba— 
Lebanese and Greek) 

Protoklitos 

**Skepsis (trips to Cuba under 
ex-name Akamas—Lebanese 
and Cypriot) 

Sunrise (previous trips to Cuba 
under ex-name Anatoli—Greek) 

Tina (previous trips to Cuba— 
Greek) 

Vassiliki (previous trips to Cuba— 
Lebanese) 

Zela M. (previous trips to Cuba— 


See footnote at end of document. 
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Rejowiec 


Greek (13 ships) 


Agios Therapon. 
**Aliartos (trip to Cuba under 


ex-name Loradore—British) ._--. 


Andromachi (previous trips to 


Cuba under ex-name Penel- 
ope—Greek) 


**Anna Maria (trips to Cuba un- 


der ex-name Helka—British) ... 


**Gold Land (trip to Cuba under 


ex-name Amfred—Swedish) .-.. 


Irena 
**Lambros M. Fatsis (trips to 


Cuba under ex-name La 
Hortensia—British) 


Nicolaos F. (previous trip to Cuba 


under ex-name Nicolaos Fran- 


Achille 


**Graziella Zeta (trips to Cuba 


under ex-name 
Italian) 


Panamanian (7 ships) 
**Ampuria (trips to Cuba under 


ex-name Roula Maria—Greek) — 


**Avranchoise (trips to Cuba 


under. ex-name Avranches— 
French) 


**Cathay Trader (trips to Cuba 


under ex-name Suva Breeze— 
British) 


**Chung Thai (trip to Cuba under 


ex-name Somalia—Italian) 


**Tynlee (trip to Cuba under ex- 


name Ardenode—British) 


** White Daisey (trips to Cuba un- 


der ex-name Anacreon—Greek) — 


**Yu Lee (trips to Cuba under ex- 


name Dairen—British) 


Maltese (4 ships) 


Amalia (previous trips to Cuba— 
British) 

Ispahan 

Soclyve (previous trips to Cuba— 
British) 

Timios Stavros (previous trips to 
Cuba—British and Greek) 


Pakistani (2 ships) 


**Haringhata (trip to Cuba under 
ex-name Ardpatrick—British) .. 

**Maulabaksh (trip to Cuba under 
ex-name Phoenician Dawn and 
East Breeze—British) 


Somai#i (4 ships) 


Erato (previous trips to Cuba un- 
der ex-name Eretria—Greek) ._- 
**Senanque 


Guinean (1 ship) 


**Drame Oumar (trip to Cuba un- 
der ex-name Neve—French) -.__ 


Japanese (1 ship) 


Sec. 2. In accordance with approved 
procedures, the vessels listed below which 
called at Cuba after January 1, 1963, 
have reacquired eligibility to carry US. 
Government-financed cargoes from the 
United States by virtue of the persons 
who control the vessels having given sat- 
isfactory certification and assurance: 


2 


22, 1968 
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(a) That such vessels will not, thence- 
forth, be employed in the Cuban trade so 
long as it remains the policy of the U.S. 
Government to discourage such trade; 
and 

(b) That no other vessel under their 
control will thenceforth be employed in 
the Cuban trade, except as provided in 
paragraph (c) ; and 

(c) That vessels under their control 
which are covered by contractual obliga- 
tions, including charters, entered into 
prior to December 16, 1963, requiring 
their employment in the Cuban trade 
shall be withdrawn from such trade at 
the earliest opportunity consistent with 
such contractual obligations. 

FLaG OF REGISTRY AND NAME OF SHIP 

a. Since last report: 

Gross 
tonnage 
Greek (1 ship) 


Calliopi Michalos 
b. Previous reports: 


NOTICES 


FPLaG OF REGISTRY AND NAME OF SHIP 


Number 


Flag of registry—Continued of ships 


Sec. 3. The following number of vessels 
have been removed from this list, since 
they have been broken up, sunk, etc. 


Broken up, sunk 


Flag of registry: or wrecked 


Sec. 4. The ships listed in sections 1 


Patent Office 


PRESIDENT’S COMMISSION’S RECOM- 
MENDATION CONCERNING DE- 
SIGN PATENTS 


Request for Comments 


The President’s Commission on the 
Patent System, established on April 8, 
1965, by Executive Order No. 11125, sub- 
mitted its final report to the President on 
December 2, 1966. Included among the 
recommendations is the following con- 
cerning design patents: 

The classes of patentable subject matter 
shall continue as-at present, except * * * all 
provisions in the patent statute for design 
patents shall be deleted, and another form 
of protection provided. 


The present patent statute, to which the 
recommendation is directed, provides: 

Whoever invents any new, original, and 
ornamental design for an article of manu- 
facture may obtain a patent therefor, sub- 
ject to the conditions and requirements of 
this title. 

The provisions of this title relating to pat- 


ents for inventions shall apply to patents 
for designs, except as otherwise provided. 
(35 U.S.C. 171) 

Patents for designs may be granted for 


and 2 have made the following number 
of trips to Cuba since January 1, 1963, 
based on information received through 
August 9, 1968. 





Number of trips 


1968 


Total 


Mar. Apr. May June July 


Nore: Trip totals in this section exceed ship totals in sec. 1 and 2 because some of the ships 


made more than 1 trip to Cuba. Monthly totals subject to revision as additional data becomes 
available. 


*Added to Rept. 90, appearing in the Fzprra, Recister issue of July 12, 1968. 
**Ships appearing on the list which have made no trips to Cuba under the present registry. 


Dated: August 16, 1968. 


By order of the Acting Maritime Administrator. 


James S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10167; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 8:51 a.m.] 


the term of 3 years and 6 months, or for 7 
years, or for 14 years, as the applicant, in his 
application, elects. (35 U.S.C. 173) 


There have been proposals in the past 
directed to the protection of ornamental 
designs for useful articles, in ways other 
than by the protection afforded by the 
present patent law. To this end, a num- 
ber of bills have been introduced in this 
and previous Congresses. Four bills re- 
lating to the protection of ornamental 
desitns are presently pending before the 
House of Representatives; H.R. 2886, 
H.R. 6124, H.R. 7870, all identical, and 
H.R. 3542, differing slightly from the 
other three. 

The views and comments of all inter- 
ested parties are solicited on the recom- 
mendation of the Commission and other 
related matters which may be useful 
in evaluating the Commission’s recom- 
mendation. These views should be sub- 
mitted in writing to the Commissioner of 
Patents, Washington, D.C. 20231; by 
November 15, 1968. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10119; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
AMDAL CO. 


Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive Spectinomycin 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by AMDAL Co., Agricul- 
tural Division, Abbott Laboratories, 
North Chicago, Ill. 60064, proposing the 
issuance of a food additive regulation 
(21 CFR Part 121) to provide for the safe 
use of spectinomycin (from spectino- 
mycin dihydrochloride pentahydrate) in- 
jectable for use in turkey poults as an aid 
in the prevention of mortality associated 
with Arizona group infection. 


Dated: August 15, 1968. 


J. K. Kix, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10133; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


CELANESE PLASTICS CO. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additives 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), 
the following notice is issued: 

In accordance with $121.52 With- 
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Celanese Plastics Co., 
Division of Celanese Corp., 160 Terminal 
Avenue, Clark, N.J. 07066, has withdrawn 
its petition (FAP 8B2233), notice of 
which was published in the FrEpEraL 
RecisTteR Of November 15, 1967 (32 
F.R. 15721), proposing an amendment to 
§ 121.2511 Plasticizers in polymeric sub- 
stances to provide for the safe use of 
2,2,4-trimethylpentane-1,3-diisobutyrate 
as a plasticizer in cellulosic food-contact 
articles. 


Dated: August 15, 1968. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-10134; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


CHEMAGRO CORP. 


Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive Coumaphos 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti- 
tion has been filed by Chemagro Corp., 
Post Office Box 4913, Hawthorn Road, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64120, proposing that 
£ 121.304 Coumaphos be amended to pro- 


NOTICES 


vide for the safe use of coumaphos in 
the feed of chickens: As an aid in the 
reduction of the common housefly 
(Musca domestica) through control of 
fly larvae in feces; for control of intesti- 
nal Capillariasis caused by Capillaria 
obsignata; and for partial removal of 
common round worm (Ascaridia galli) 
and cecal worm (Heterakis gallinae). 


Dated: August 15, 1968. 


J. K. Krrxk, 
Associate Commissioner, 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10135; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


CHEMAGRO CORP. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition 
Regarding Pesticide Chemical 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d) (1), the following notice is issued: 

In accordance with § 120.8 Withdrawal 
of petitions without prejudice of the pes- 
ticide regulations (21 CFR 120.8), Chem- 
agro Corp.,.Post Office Box 4913, Haw- 
thorn Road, Kansas City, Mo. 64120, has 
withdrawn its petition (PP 8F0695), 
notice of which was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER of January 26, 1968 
(33 F.R. 1027), proposing the establish- 
ment of tolerances for residues of the 
insecticide 0,0-dimethyl S-[2-ethylsul- 
finyl) ethyl] phosphorothioate in or on 
certain raw agricultural commodities at 
specified levels. 


Dated: August 15, 1968. 
J. K. Kix, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10136; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 17007] 


CHICAGO-DES MOINES NONSTOP 
SERVICE CASE 


Notice of Postponement of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that the public 
hearing in the above-entitled matter now 
assigned to be held on August 27, 1968, 
is hereby postponed to September 4, 1968, 
at 10 a.m., e.d.t., in Room 911, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., 


Washington, D.C., before the under- © 


signed examiner. 

The date for the exchange of written 
testimony is changed from August 19, 
1968, to August 27, 1968. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., August 19, 
1968. 


[SEAL] Rosert M. JOHNSON, 


Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10127; Filed, Aug: 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


11943 
[Docket No. 18388] 


FLYING TIGER LINE ADDITIONAL 
POINTS CASE 


Notice Postponing Prehearing 
Conference 


Flying Tiger has requested the post- 
ponement of all procedural dates for 60 
days because its economic staff are en- 
gaged in revising Flying Tiger’s entire 
rate structure. Airlift joins in the re- 
quest and American, Western, and 
Northwest do not object. Flying Tiger 
has communicated with several other 
persons who may be interested in this 
proceeding and none object to the 
postponement. 

Accordingly, the date for submitting 
the material described in the notice of 
prehearing conference dated August 6, 
1968, is postponed until October 10 and 
the prehearing conference is postponed 
until October 21, 1968, at 10 a.m. (local 
time), in Room 726, Universal Building, 
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Mer- 
ritt Ruhlen. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., August 16, 
1968. 


[sEaL] MERRITT RUHLEN, 


Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10128; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


MOHAWK AIRLINES, INC. 


Notice of Application for Amendment 
of Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity 

AuvucusrT 19, 1968. 
Notice is hereby given that the Civil 

Aeronautics Board on August 16, 1968, 

received an application, Docket 20116, 

from Mohawk Airlines, Inc., for amend- 

ment of its certificate of public conven- 
ience and necessity for route 94 to 
authorize it to engage in nonstop service 

between Islip, N.Y., and Syracuse, N.Y., 

and one-stop service between Islip, N.Y., 

and Buffalo, N.Y. The applicant requests 

that its application be proeessed under 
the expedited procedures set forth in 

Subpart M of Part 302 (14 CFR Part 302). 


{SEAL] MABEL McCanrtT, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10129; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 19691; Order 68-8-73] 
MOHAWK AIRLINES, INC. 
Order Regarding Restrictions 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
16th day of August 1968. 

On August 2, 1968, Examiner James 
S. Keith issued his initial decision in 
the above-entitled proceeding, in which 
he found that the Boston-Rochester and 
Hartford/Sprinegfield/Westfield - Detroit 
one-stop restrictions in the certificate of 
Mohawk Airlines for route 94 should be 
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deleted, and a one-stop restriction sub- 
stituted for the present Boston-Detroit 
two-stop restriction, so as to enable the 
carrier to conduct nonstop operations 
between Boston and Rochester and 
between Hartford/Springfield/Westfield 
and Detroit and one-stop operations be- 
tween Boston and Detroit, all on a sub- 
sidy-ineligible basis. 

No petitions for discretionary review 
have been filed. However, in one limited 
respect the Board has determined to re- 
view the examiner’s initial decision on 
its own initiative, and, without further 
proceedings, to limit the examiner’s 
award to Mohawk of one-stop rights in 
the Boston-Detroit market to flights 
making an intermediate stop at either 
Hartford or Rochester, as required by the 
pretrial restriction on the issues herein 
imposed by Order E-26535, March 18, 
1968. In all other respects, the Board 
declines to exercise its discretionary right 
of review. The amended certificate of 
public convenience and necessity at- 
tached to the initial decision* will be 
modified so as to incorporate the pretrial 
restriction referred to above, as well as 
the certificate amendments ordered by 
the Board in two other proceedings sub- 
sequent to the initial decision herein 
(Orders 68-8-9 and 68-8-36). 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That: 

1. The examiner’s initial decision, as 
modified herein, shall be effective as the 
final order of the Board on August 16, 
1968, and shall hereafter be identified 
as Order 68-8-72; 

2. The certificate of public conven- 
ience and necessity issued to Mohawk 
Airlines, Inc., for route 94 be and it 
hereby is amended, effective August 23, 
1968, by: 

(a) Deleting “Boston, Mass., and Roch- 
ester, N.Y.” and “Hartford, Conn.- 
Springfield- Westfield, Mass., and Detroit, 
Mich.” from condition (4) (b) thereof; 

(b) Adding the same two pairs of 
points to condition (11) (b) thereof; 

(c) Adding at the end of condition 
(4) (a) thereof the fellowing proviso: 

Provided, That if Rochester, N.Y., or Hart- 
ford Conn.-Springfield-Westfield, Mass., is 
scheduled as an intermediate point on flights 
between Detroit, Mich., and Boston, Mass., 
the holder need not schedule service to any 


other intermediate point between Detroit 
and Boston. 


(d) Amending 
thereof to read: 

One-stop, two-stop, and three-stop service 
between Detroit, Mich.,,and Boston, Mass. 
Provided, however, That the effective 
date of said amendments shall be auto- 
matically postponed until further Board 
order if the appropriate license fee is 
not paid pursuant to § 389.21(b) of the 
regulations; and 


condition (11) (h) 


1¥For administrative reasons, issuance of 
an amended certificate to Mohawk will be 
deferred until an appropriate occasion. 


NOTICES 


3. The amended certificate ordered in 
paragraph 2 above shall be issued on an 
appropriate occasion. 


This order shall be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10130; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Supplement 10] 


CANADIAN TELEVISION BROADCAST 
SUPPLEMENTARY CHANNELS 


Change List; Correction 


AucustT 19, 1968. 

Amendment of table A of the 1961 
working arrangement for allocation of 
VHF television broadcast stations under 
the Canadian-United States of America 
Television Agreement of 1952. 

The Canadian television broadcast 
supplementary channel change list No. 
10 (Mimeo No. 20953) dated August 16, 
1968, is corrected by changing the num- 
ber of the list to read “Supplement No. 
11” in lieu of “Supplement No. 10.” 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 

CoMMISSION, 

BEN F.. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10144; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Supplement 5] 


FM BROADCAST STATIONS UNDER 
CANADA-UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA FM AGREEMENT OF 1947 


Working Arrangement for Allocations 


AvucustT 16, 1968. 
Amendment of Table A of the 1963 
working arrangement for allocations of 
FM _ broadcast stations under the 
Canada-United States of America FM 
Agreement of 1947. Pursuant to ex- 
change of correspondence between the 


Department of Transport of Canada and 
the Federal Communications Commis- 


sion, Table A of the FM Working Ar- 
rangement has been amended as follows: 


Channel No. 
Delete Add 


City 





Brockville, Ontario. 
Ottawa-Hull, Ontario 
Pembroke, Ontario 


Further amendments to Table A will be 
issued as public notices in the form of 
numbered supplements. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
BEN F.. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10145; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Report 401] 


COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION * 


Domestic Public Radio Services 
Applications Accepted for Filing * 


AvucustT 19, 1968. 

Pursuant to §§ 1.227(b) (3) and 21.26 
(b) of the Commission's rules, an ap- 
plication, in order to be considered with 
any domestic public radio services appli- 
cation appearing below, must be sub- 
stantially complete and tendered for fil- 
ing by whichever date is earlier: (a) ‘The 
close of business one business day pre- 
ceding the day on which the Commission 
takes action on the previously filed appli- 
cation; or (b) Within 60 days after the 
date of the public notice listing the first 
prior filed application (with which sub- 
sequent applications are in conflict) as 
having been accepted for filing. An ap- 
plication which is subsequently amended 
by a major change will be considered 
to be a newly filed application. It is to 
be noted that the cut-off dates are set 
forth in the alternative—applications 
will be entitled to consideration with 
those listed below if filed by the end of 
the 60-day period, only if the Commis- 
sion has not acted upon the application 
by that time pursuant to the first altera- 
tive earlier date. The mutual exclusivity 
rights of a new application are governed 
by the earliest action with respect to 
any one of the earlier filed conflicting 
applications. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings pursuant to sec- 
tion 309 of the Communications Act of 
1934 as amended, concerning any domes- 
tic public radio services application ac- 
cepted for filing, is directed to § 21.27 of 
the Commission’s rules for provisions 
governing the time for filing and other 
requirements relating to such plead- 
ings. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 

CoMMISSION, 

BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[SEAL] 


+All applications listed below are_sub- 
ject to further consideration and review 
and may be returned and/or dismissed if not 
found to be in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s rules, regulations and other require- 
ments. 

? The above alternative cut-off rules apply 
to those applications listed below as having 
been accepted in Domestic Public Land 
Mobile Radio, Rural Radio, Point-to-Point 
Microwave Radio and Local Television Trans- 
mission Services (Part 21 of the rules). 
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respect to the proposed acquisition. A 
copy of the application was forwarded to 
the U.S. Department of Justice for its 
consideration. 

Having considered all matters properly 
before the Board in this proceeding: 

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s statement’ of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved, provided that the 
action so approved shall not be consum- 
mated (a) before the 30th calendar day 
following the date of this order or (b) 
later than 3 months after the date of this 
order unless such period is extended for 
good cause by the Board or by the Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank of Minneapolis pur- 
suant to delegated authority. ‘ 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 14th 
day of August 1968. 


By order of the Board of Governors.’ 


[SEAL] ROBERT P. FORRESTAL, 


Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10094; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


ALSCOPE CONSOLIDATED, LTD. 


Order Suspending Trading 


Avcust 16, 1968. 


It appearing to the Securities and 
Exchange Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Alscope Consolidated, Ltd., 
Passaic, N.J., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
required in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period Au- 
gust 17, 1968, through August 26, 1968, 
both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10108; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
[812-2365] 
AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN STEAM- 
SHIP CO. 


Notice of Filing of Application 


Avcust 16, 1968. 


Notice is hereby given that American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Co. (“American- 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Minneapolis. 

* Voting for this action: Chairman Martin 
and Governors Robertson, Mitchell, Maisel, 
and Sherrill. Absent and not voting: Gover- 
nors Daane and Brimmer. 


NOTICES 


Hawaiian”), 360 Lexington Avenue, New 
York, N.Y., a closed-end, nondiversified 
investment company registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act”), has filed an application pur- 
suant to section 17(d) of the Act and 
Rule 17d—1 thereunder for an order per- 
mitting three stockholders of McLean 
Industries, Inc. (“McLean Industries”), 
American-Hawaiian, Malcolm P. McLean 
and James K. McLean, to sell a total of 
500,000 shares of McLean~Industries A 
Common Stock to the public pursuant to 
a proposed underwritten secondary offer- 
ing. All interested persons are referred to 
the application on file with the Com- 
mission for a statement of the repre- 
sentations therein, which are sum- 
marized below. 

As of June 15, 1968, the capitalization 
of McLean Industries, a Delaware Corpo- 
ration which is principally engaged 
through subsidiaries in the transporta- 
tion by water of freight in regular serv- 
ice, included 6,400,485 shares of A Com- 
mon Stock and 4,231,515 shares of B 
Common Stock, or an aggregate of 
10,632,000 shares of common stock. The 
A Common Stock and the B Common 
Stock are identical except that cash 
dividends may be paid on the A Com- 
mon Stock without any such dividends 
being paid on the B Common Stock. Each 
share of B Common Stock is convertible 
into one share of A Common Stock at any 
time. 

The relationship of American-Ha- 
waiian to McLean Industries and of Mal- 
colm P. McLean and James K. McLean 
to McLean Industries as well as to 
American-Hawaiian is as follows: Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian owns 9.4 percent of the 
McLean Industries common stock out- 
standing; Malcolm P. McLean owns 
(exclusive of shares owned by his minor 
children and wife) approximately 34 per- 
cent of the aggregate McLean Industries 
common stock outstanding; James K. 
McLean owns (exclusive of shares owned 
by his minor children and wife) approxi- 
mately 5.1 percent of the aggregate Mc- 
Lean Industries common stock outstand- 
ing. Malcolm P. McLean is president of 
McLean Industries and both he and 
James K. McLean are directors of Mc- 
Lean Industries. 


As a result of such relationships, Mc- 
Lean Industries-is an affiliated person of 
American-Hawaiian within the mean- 
ing of section 2(a) (3) of the Act and the 
individual sellers, Malcolm P: McLean 
and James K. McLean, are affiliated per- 
sons within the meaning of section 2(a) 
(3) of an affiliated person (McLean In- 
dustries) of American-Hawaiian, a regis- 
tered investment company. 

Certain other affiliated persons of 
American-Hawaiian also own common 
stock of McLean Industries. More than 
90 percent of the outstanding common 
stock of American-Hawaiian is owned 
by Berkshire Industries, Inc., a New Jer- 
sey corporation all of whose outstand- 
ing common stock is owned by National 
Bulk Carriers, Inc. (“Bulk Carriers”), a 
corporation substantially all of whose 
outstanding common stock, in turn, is 
owned by Mr. Daniel K. Ludwig. It there- 
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fore appears that Ludwig and Bulk Car- 
riers control American-Hawaiian within 
the meaning of section 2(a)(9) of the 
Act. As a result of their control of Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian and direct and indirect 
ownership of stock of that company, 
Ludwig and Bulk Carriers are affiliated 
persons of American-Hawaiian. 

Bulk Carriers, and Ludwig indirectly 
through Bulk Carriers, own 250,000 
shares of McLean Industries A Common 
Stock. 

The name of each of the proposed sell- 
ers, the number of shares of A Common 
Stock each proposes to sell and the num- 
ber of McLean Industries shares (A Com- 
mon Stock and B Common Stock) each 
proposes to retain are set forth in the 
following table: 





Number Number 
MeLean McLean 
Industries Industries 
Name A Common _ shares (A 
shares tobe and B Com- 
sold mon) to be 
retained 
American-Hawaiian. ---..--. 250, 000 1 750, 000 
Malcolm P. McLean........ 200, 000 3, 417, 791 
James K. McLean-..-.....-- 50, 000 490, 592 
ee 500, 000 4, 658, 383 


1 American-Hawaiian owns only A Common Stock. 


The application states that American- 
Hawaiian and Bulk Carriers acquired 
their holdings of McLean Industries 
under the following circumstances: 

American-Hawaiian purchased its Mc- 
Lean Industries common stock from the 
latter company in January 1965 in a 
private transaction at a price of $8.50 a 
share. In April 1965, Ludwig, who as 
noted hereinabove controls American- 
Hawaiian, became a director of McLean 
Industries; and in September 1966, Mr. 
Hal A. Kroeger, a director and vice- 
president of American-Hawaiian, also 
became a director of McLean Industries. 

Subsequent to the acquisition by 
American-Hawaiian of its interest in Mc- 
Lean Industries and after the aforemen- 
tioned individuals became directors of 
McLean Industries, Ludwig indirectly 
through Bulk Carriers and Container- 
ship Chartering Services (“Chartering”’) , 
the latter having been organized for the 
purpose by Bulk Carriers and Litton In- 
dustries, entered into certain transac- 
tions involving McLean Industries. In 
May 1967, Chartering entered into an 
agreement with McLean Industries and 
one of its principal operating subsidiaries 
Sea-Land Services, Inc. (“Sea-Land”) 
providing, among other things, for the 
acquisition by Chartering of a number 
of vessels and their conversion at a cost 
of about $36 million and for their char- 
tering to Sea-Land. Under the agree- 
ment, McLean Industries and Sea-Land 
are required to supply any funds needed 
for the acquisition of the vessels and to 
loan the funds to Chartering, in effect, 
without interest. In connection with this 
agreement, on May 25, 1967 Bulk Carrier 
purchased from McLean Industries 
250,000 shares of the A Common Stock 
at a price of $18 a share. 
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It is not proposed that Bulk Carriers 
sell any of its holdings of shares of Mc- 
Lean Industries. 

The application states that the pro- 
posed sellers’ decisions to dispose of the 
shares indicated were reached at differ- 
ent times; that Malcolm P. McLean and 
James K. McLean desire to sell for per- 
sonal reasons; and that American- 
Hawaiian desires to sell in order to obtain 
funds to apply to the reduction of its 
outstanding debt and for use in connec- 
tion with the operation of its California 
investment in real estate. 

It is proposed that the sellers offer the 
shares of McLean Industries through an 
underwriting group. The application 
states that a simultaneous offering by 
each of the sellers is proposed in order 
to achieve economies and to maintain 
an orderly market in the stock of Mc- 
Lean Industries. The terms of the under- 
writing will be the same as respects each 
of the proposed sellers; the filing of a 
registration statement under the Securi- 
ties Act of 1933 is anticipated; expenses 
of the registration will be shared by the 
proposed sellers in proportion to the 
number of shares to be offered by each; 
and the proposed offering price will be 
determined by negotiation with the un- 
derwriters immediately prior to the filing 
of a price amendment. The A Common 
Stock is traded in the over-the-counter 
market. 


Section 17(d) of the Act and Rule 
17d-1 thereunder, taken together pro- 
vide, among other things, that it shall 
be unlawful, with certain exceptions not 
applicable here, for an affiliated person 
of a registered investment company or an 
affiliated person of such person, acting 
as principal, to participate in or effect 
any transaction in which such registered 
company, or a company controlled by 
such registered company, is a joint or 
joint and several participant unless an 
application regarding such arrangement 

been granted by the Commission, and 
that, in passing upon such an application 
the Commission will consider whether the 
participation of such registered company 
or controlled company in such arrange- 
ment is consistent with the provisions, 
policies, and purposes of the Act and the 
extent to which such participation is on 
a basis different from or less advanta- 
geous than that of other participants. A 
joint enterprise or arrangement as used 
in Rule 17d-1 is defined as any written 
or oral plan, contract, authorization, or 
arrangement, or any practice or under- 
standing concerning an enterprise or 
undertaking whereby a registered invest- 
ment company or a controlled company 
thereof and any affiliated person of or a 
principal underwriter for such registered 
company, or any affiliated person of such 
person or principal underwriter, have a 
joint or a joint and several participation, 
or share in the profits of such enterprise 
or undertaking. 

American-Hawaiian considers that its 
participation in the proposed offering is 
consistent with the provisions, policies 
and purposes of the Act and is not on a 
basis different from or less advantageous 


than that of the other participants. 


NOTICES 


Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than Septem- 
ber 3, 1968, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his in- 
terest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission should or- 
der a hearing thereon. Any such commu- 
nication should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon American- 
Hawaiian at the address stated above. 
Proof of such service (by affidavit or in 
case of an attorney at law by certificate) 
shall be filed contemporaneously with the 
request. At any time after said date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the information stated 
in said application, unless an order for 
hearing thereon shall be issued upon re- 
quests or upon the Commission’s own mo- 
tion. Persons who request a hearing or 
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered 
will receive notice of further develop- 
ments in this matter, including the date 
of the hearing (if ordered) and any post- 
ponements thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] Orval L. DuBotrs, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-10100; Piled, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[File No. 1-3909] 


BSF CO. 
Order Suspending Trading 
AuvcustT 16, 1968. 

The capital stock (6634 cents par 
value) and the 5% percent convertible 
subordinated debentures due 1969 of BSF 
Co. being listed and registered on the 
American Stock Exchange, and such 
capital stock being listed and registered 
on the Philadelphia-Baltimore-Wash- 
ington Stock Exchange pursuant to 
provisions of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934; and all other securities of 
BSF Co. being traded otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchanges and -otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 
15(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in the 
said capital stock on such exchanges and 
in the debenture on the American Stock 
Exchange, and trading otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange be sum- 
marily suspended, this order to he effec- 


tive for the period August 18, 1968, 
through August 27, 1968, both dates 
inclusive. 

By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10110; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


LEEDS SHOES, INC. 
Order Suspending Trading 


AucustT 16, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Leeds Shoes, Inc., Tampa, Fila., 
and all other securities of Leeds Shoes, 
Inc., being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec- 
tion of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
August 18, 1968, through August 27, 1968, 
both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaL L, DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10111; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[812-2350] 


NUVEEN TAX-EXEMPT BOND FUND, 
SERIES 19 


Notice of Filing of Application for 
Exemption 


Avcust 16, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that Nuveen 
Tax-Exempt Bond Fund, Series 19 (“Ap- 
plicant”), 209 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60604, a unit investment 
trust registered under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“Act”), has filed 
an application pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Act for an order of the Commis- 
sion exempting Applicant from compli- 
ance with the provisions of section 14(a) 
of the Act. In substance, section 14(a) of 
the Act provides that no_registered in- 
vestment company shall make a public 
offering of securities of which it is the 
issuer unless it has a net worth of at least 
$100,000. All interested persons are re- 
ferred to the application on file with the 
Commission for a statement of the rep- 
resentations therein, which are sum- 
marized beiow. 

Applicant is one of a series of 19 simi- 
lar funds, named “Nuveen Tax-Exempt 
Bond Funds, Series 1-19,” organized pur- 
suant to a Trust Indenture and Agree- 
ment (“Trust Agreement”) between John 
Nuveen & Co. (Inc.), as Sponsor, and 
United States Trust Company of New 
York, as Trustee. It is contemplated that 
the Sponsor will deposit with the Trustee 
under the Trust Agreement, a minimum 
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of $11 million principal amount of munic- 
ipal bonds and will receive in exchange 
therefor certificates of undivided inter- 
est in Applicant. It is proposed to offer 
such units for sale to the public and for 
this purpose a registration statement un- 
der the Securities, Act of 1933 has been 
filed but has not yet become effective. The 
Trust Agreement provides in substance 
that no additional bonds will be deposited 
during the life of the Trust and no ad- 
ditional units will be issued. The proceeds 
of bonds which may be sold, redeemed, or 
matured will be distributed to unit hold- 
‘ers. Units may be redeemed by the hold- 
ers at their current net asset value. The 
Trust may be terminated by written con- 
sent of 100 percent of the unit holders 
of Applicant, or, in the event that the 
value of the Applicant shall fall below 
20 percent of the aggregate principal 
amount of bonds initially deposited 
therein, upon direction of the Sponsor 
to the Trustee. 

In connection with the requested ex- 
emption, the Sponsor has agreed to re- 
fund the original price including sales 
load, paid by purchasers for units, if 
within 90 days after the registration of 
Applicant under the 1933 Act becomes ef- 
fective, the net worth of Applicant shall 
be reduced to less than $100,000. Appli- 
cant further represents that at the pres- 
ent time the Sponsor maintains a market 
for the units of the Nuveen Tax-Exempt 
Bond Funds Series 1 through 18, with 
which it is similarly connected, and con- 
tinually offers to purchase such units at 
prices which exceed the redemption price 
for such units by amounts which depend 
upon general market conditions. In addi- 
tion, it is the Sponsor’s intention to 
maintain a market for the units of Ap- 
plicant and to continually offer to pur- 
chase such units at prices in excess of the 
redemption price as set forth in the Trust 
Agreement, although the Sponsor is not 
obligated to do so. - 

Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than August 
27, 1968, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com- 
mission in writing a request for a hear- 
ing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his interest, 
the reason for such request and the issues 
of fact or law proposed to be contro- 
verted, or he may request that he be 
notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communica- 
tion should be addressed: Secretary, Se- 
curities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20649. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such serv- 
ice (by affidavit or in case of an attorney 
at law by certificate), shall be filed con- 
temporaneously with the request. At any 
time after such date, as provided by Rule 
0-5 of the rules and regulations promul- 
gated under the Act, an order disposing 
of the application herein may be issued 
by the Commission upon the basis of the 
information stated in said application, 
unless an order for hearing upon said ap- 
plication shall be issued upon request or 


NOTICES 


upon the Commission’s own motion. Per- 
sons who request a hearing or advice as 
to whether a hearing is ordered will re- 
ceive notice of further developments in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and postponements 
thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] Orval L. DuBots, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10112; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[70-4661] 
OHIO EDISON CO. 


Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 
Short-Term Notes to Banks 


Avcust 16, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that Ohio Edi- 
son Co. (“Ohio Edison”), 47 North Main 
Street, Akron, Ohio 44308, a registered 
holding company, has filed a declaration 
and an amendment thereto, with this 
Commission pursuant to the Public Util- 
ity Holding Company Act of 1935 (“Act”) 
designating sections 6(a) and 7 as ap- 
Plicable to the proposed transaction. All 
interested persons are referred to the 
declaration, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transaction. 

Ohio Edison proposes to issue and sell 
its unsecured notes to banks (as listed 
in the declaration), from time to time, 
prior to March 31, 1969, up to an aggre- 
gate principal amount of $40 million out- 
standing at any one time (including 
$28,609,218 which may be issued pursuant 
to the exemption provided by the first 
sentence of section 6(b) of the Act, and 
of which at July 1, 1968 there has been 
issued an aggregate of $23,500,000). 

All such notes issued by Ohio Edison 
will mature not later than 270 days after 
the date of issue and not later than 
March 31, 1969, and will bear interest at 
the prime rate charged by First National 
Bank of Akron, Ohio, from time to time, 
during the period such notes are out- 
standing. The notes may be prepaid, in 
whole or in part, upon 24 hours’ prior 
written notice to the bank, without pen- 
alty or premium. Ohio Edison will use 
the proceeds from the sale of the notes 
to finance, in part, its 1968 construction 
program, estimated to amount to ap- 
proximately $75 million. 

Pursuant to a joint power development 
arrangement Ohio Edison expects to re- 
ceive from The Cleveland Electric Ilu- 
minating Co. (“CEI”), approximately 
$35 million in connection with the con- 
struction of a generating unit being in- 
stalled at its W. H. Sammis plant. Ohio 
Edison proposes to apply such funds to 
the payment prior to December 31, 1968, 
of all notes issued for borrowings of up 
to $28 million, which mature not later 
than such date, and if such funds should 
be delayed beyond that date to extend 
such banking arrangements until not 
later than March 31, 1969. On the appli- 
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cation of such funds to the payment of 
the bank notes, the borrowing authority 
to be obtained hereunder in excess of 
that amount provided by the first sen- 
tence of section 6(b) will terminate. 

It is represented that fees and expenses 
to be incurred in connection with the 
proposed transactions will not exceed 
$2,000, including legal fees of $1,500, and 
that, no State commission and no Fed- 
eral commission, other than this Com- 
mission, has jurisdiction over the pro- 
posed transactions. 

Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than Sep- 
tember 9, 1968, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by said declaration which he 
desires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing), upon the declarant at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in case of an 
attorney at law, by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. At any time after 
said date, the declaration, as amended 
or as it may be further amended, may 
be granted and permitted to become ef- 
fective as provided in Rule 23 of the 
general rules and regulations promul- 
gated under the Act, or the Commission 
may grant exemption from such rules as 
provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof 
or take such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a 
hearing or advice as to whether a hear- 
ing is ordered will receive notice of fur- 
ther developments in this matter, in- 
cluding the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] Orval L. DuBors, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10113; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


ROVER SHOE CO. 
Order Suspending Trading 


AvucustT 16, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Rover Shoe, Co., Bushnell, Fla., 
and stock purchase warrants of Rover 
Shoe Co., being traded otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro- 
tection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period Au- 
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gust 19, 1968, through August 28, 1968, 
both dates incl) ve. 


By the Comumhission. 


[SEAL] \ Orvat L. DuBors, 
\ Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10114; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[File No. 1-2879] 
ROYSTON COALITION MINES, LTD. 
Order Suspending Trading 


Avucust 16, 1968. 

The capital stock 1 cent par value of 
Royston Coalition Mines, Ltd., being 
listed and registered on the Salt Lake 
Stock Exchange pursuant to provisions 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
and all other securities of Royston Coali- 
tion Mines, Ltd., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange; 
and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such Exchange and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quited in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15 
(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in 
such securities on the Salt Lake Stock 
Exchange and otherwise than on a na- 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the period August 19, 1968, through 
August 28, 1968, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBois, 
Secretary. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-10115; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


ZIMOCO PETROLEUM CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


AvucusT 16, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Zimoco Petroleum Corp., New 
York, N.Y., being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period August 
17, 1968, through August 26, 1968, both 
dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Orva. L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc, 68-10116; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 1211] 


MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER 
CARRIER AND FREIGHT FOR- 
WARDER APPLICATIONS 


AvcustT 16, 1968. 

The following applications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 * of the Com- 
mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, as amended), published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, ef- 
fective May 20, 1966. These rules provide, 
among other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days after 
date of notice of filing of the application 
is published in the FEpERAL REGISTER. 
Failure seasonably to file a protest will 
be construed as a waiver of opposition 
and participation in the proceeding. A 
protest under these rules should comply 
with § 1.247(d) (3) of the rules of prac- 
tice which requires that it set forth spe- 
cifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
protestant’s interest in the proceeding 
(including a copy of the specific portions 
of its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describing in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide all 
or part of the service proposed), and 
shall specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but shall 
not include issues or allegations phrased 
generally. Protests not in reasonable 


’ compliance with the requirements of the 


rules may be rejected. The original and 
one (1) copy of the protest shall be filed 
with the Commission, and a copy shall be 
served concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or applicant if no rep- 
resentative is named. If the protest in- 
cludes a request for oral hearing, such 
requests shall meet the requirements of 
§ 1.247(d) (4) of the special rules, and 
shall include .the certification required 
therein. 

Section 1.247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and within 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) 
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute 
the application, or (2) that it wishes to 
withdraw the application, failure in 
which the application will be dismissed 
by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 
generally in accordance with the Com- 


1 Copies of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20423. 


mission’s general policy statement con- 
cerning motor carrier licensing pro- 
cedures, published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of May 3, 1966. This as- 
signment will be by Commission order 
which will be served on each party of 
record. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicants, and may include 
descriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to the 
Commission. Authority which ultimately 
may be granted as a result of the appli- 
cations here noticed will not necessarily 
reflect the phraseology set forth in the 
application as filed, but also will elimi- 
nate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 

No. MC 2202 (Sub-No. 353), filed 
July 31, 1968. Applicant: ROADWAY 
EXPRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge Boulevard, 
Post Office Box 471, Akron, Ohio 44309. 
Applicant’s representatives: William O. 
Turney, 2001 Massachusetts NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20036, and Douglas Faris, 
Post Office Box 471, Akron, Ohio 44309. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment, (1) between Kerners- 
ville, N.C., and junction Interstate High- 
way 81 and U.S. Highway 220 near 
Roanoke, Va., from Kernersville, over 
North Carolina Highway 150 to junction 
North Carolina Highway 68, thence over 
North Carolina Highway 68 to junction 
US. Highway 220, thence over US. 
Highway 220 to junction Interstate High- 
way 81 near. Roanoke, Va., and return 
over the same route, as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only, serving 
no intermediate points, and serving 
junction of Interstate Highway 81 and 
U.S. Highway 220 for joinder purposes 
only; and (2) between junction of Inter- 
state Highway 81 and U.S. Highway 522 
near Winchester, Va., and Buffalo, N.Y.; 
from junction Interstate Highway 81 
and U.S. Highway 522 over U.S. Highway 
522 to junction Interstate Highway 70, 
thence over Interstate Highway 170 to 
Breezewood, Pa., thence over U.S. High- 
way 30 to Bedford, Pa., thence over US. 
Highway 220 to Bald Eagle, Pa.; thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 350 to junc- 
tion Pennsylvania Highway 970, thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 970 to junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 80, thence over 
Interstate Highway 80 to junction Penn- 
sylvania Highway 153, thence over Penn- 
sylvania Highway 153 to Penfield, Pa., 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 255 
to, junction U.S. Highway 219 near 
Johnsonburg, Pa., thence over U.S. High- 
way 219 to junction U.S. Highway 62 at 
Hamburg, N.Y., thence over U.S. High- 
way 62 to Buffalo, and return on the 
same route as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, serving no 
intermediate points, and serving junction 
of Interstate Highway 81 and US. High- 
way 522 for joinder purposes only. NoTE: 
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Applicant states that it presently holds 
substantially similar authority in its 
Sub 266 involving an alternate route be- 
tween Winston-Salem, N.C., and Buffalo, 
N.Y., restricted to traffic moving between 
or through Winston-Salem and Buffalo, 
and the purpose of the instant applica- 
tion is to seek removal of this restriction 
and also shorten said route. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 2245 (Sub-No. 6), filed August 
5, 1968. Applicant: THE O. K. TRUCK- 
ING COMPANY, a corporation, 1810 
South Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 45204. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Robert H. Kink- 
er, Box 464, 711 -McClure Building, 
Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over regular routes, trans- 
porting: General comodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving the Ford Motor Co. plantsite at 
the junction of Westport Road and“Mur- 
phy Lane, Jefferson County, near Louis- 
ville, Ky., as an off-route point in con- 
nection with applicant’s regular route 
authority to and from Louisville, Ky. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

No. MC.2510 (Sub-No. 33), filed August 
2, 1968. Applicant: “ BRUCE MOTOR 
FREIGHT, INC., 1120 South Division 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46221. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Ferdinand Born, 
601 Chamber of Commerce Building, In- 
dianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, livestock, commodities in 
bulk and those requiring special equip- 
ment, serving the Ford Motor Co. plant- 
site at the intersection of Westwood Road 
and Murphy Lane, Jefferson County, Ky. 
(near Louisville, Ky.), as an off-route 
point in connection with applicant’s 
present authority to serve Louisville, Ky. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Louisville, 
Ky. 

No. MC 14702 (Sub-No. 22) (Amend- 
ment), filed July 29, 1968, published Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of August 8, 1968, 
amended and republished as amended 
this issue. Applicant: OHIO FAST 
FREIGHT, INC., Post Office Box 808, 
Warren, Ohio 44482. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Paul F. Beery, 88 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a’ common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Building materials, 
between points in Camden County, N.J. 
and Mountaintop, Pa., on the one hand, 


and, on the other, points in Illinois, In- ° 


diana, and Michigan. Note: The purpose 
of this republication is to change the 
origin point from Camden, N.J., to points 
in Camden County, N.J. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Columbus, Ohio. 
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No. MC 16536 (Sub-No. 4), filed Au- 
gust 6, 1968. Applicant: STANDARD 
FORWARDING CoO., INC., 5420 River 
Drive, Moline, Il. 61265. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Charles W. Singer, 33 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar- 
ticles, from Sterling and Rock Falls, Il., 
to points in Iowa, under contract with 
Northwestern Steel and Wire Co.; and 
Russell, Burdsale & Ward Bolt and Nut 
Co. Note:.If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Chi- 
cago, Ill. 

No. MC 16903 (Sub-No. 28), filed July 
29, 1968. Applicant: MOON FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 120 West Grimes Lane, 
Bloomington, Ind. 47402. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Ferdinand Born, 601 Cham- 
ber of Commerce Building, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 46204. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Stone, marble, granite and slate, cut, un- 
cut, finished and in the rough; laminated 
panels faced with stone, marble, granite 
or slate, from the Port of Norfolk, Va. 
(Portsmouth, Norfolk, Newport News, 
Hampton), Mobile, -Ala., and New Or- 
leans, La. to points in Alabama, Arkan- 
sas, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia; (2) granite, 
crushed, cut, uncut, finished and in the 
rough, from Elberton, Ga., to Knoxville, 
Tenn; (3) precast terrazzo and crushed 
stone in bags, from points in Forsyth 
County, N.C., to points in Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, New Jersey, New York, Michigan, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia, and the District of Columbia; (4) 
lumber (rough and finished including 
flooring and plywood), from points in 
Alabama, Tennessee, Arkansas, Missis- 
sippi, Oklahoma, and Louisiana, to points 
in Indiana and south of U.S. Highway 
40; and, (5) rough sawn lumber, from 
points in Indiana to points in Tennessee, 
North Carolina, Virginia, and Kentucky. 
Note: Applicant states it intends to tack 
with its present authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. 244), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: DALLAS & MA- 
VIS FORWARDING CoO., INC., 4000 
West Sample Street, South Bend, Ind. 
46621. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles Pieroni (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Con- 
struction and industrial machinery, (2) 
commodities, which because of size or 
weight require the use of special equip- 
ment or handling, (3) commodities, 
other than those which because of size 
or weight require the use of special equip- 
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ment or handling when moving in truck- 
loads with the commodities named in 
items (1) and (2) above; (4) parts, when 
transported with the commodities named 
in (1), (2), and (3) above, between the 
plantsite and facilities of West Virginia 
Pulp and Paper Co., at or near Wick- 
liffe, Ky., and points in Connecticut, Il- 
linois, Indiana, Iowa, Maine, Massachu- 
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
and Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 35628 (Sub-No. 290), filed 
July 17, 1968. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, a corpora- 
tion, 134 Grandville SW., Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 49502. Applicant’s representative: 
Leonard D. Verdier, Jr., 900 Old Kent 
Building, Grand Rapids, Mich. 49502. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Dore (impure bul- 
lion), (1) from Denver, Colo., over pres- 
ently authorized routes, to Baltimore, 
Md., and Perth Amboy, N.J.; and (2) 
from St. Paul, Minn., over presently au- 
thorized routes to Baltimore, Md., and 
Perth Amboy, N.J. Note: Applicant is 
presently authorized to transport general 
commodities, with exceptions, including 
articles of unusual value, from Denver, 
Colo., and St. Paul, Minn., to Perth 
Amboy, N.J., and Baltimore, Md. The 
purpose of this application is to obtain 
whatever additional authority is required 
if the commodity applied for herein is 
determined to be within the “exception” 
noted above. If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 41098 (Sub-No. 34), filed July 
26, 1968, Applicant: GLOBAL VAN 
LINES, INC., No. 1, Global Way, Ana- 
heim, Calif. 92803. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Alan F. Wohlstetter, One Far- ~ 
ragut Square South, Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
between points in Delaware, restricted to 
shipments having a prior or subsequent 
movement beyond said points. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 37578 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: JOSEPH W. 
TREHAN, INCORPORATED, Box 332, 
North Lima, Ohio 44452. Applicant’s 
representative: Joe F. Asher, 88 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Clay and clay 
products, refractory products, and con- 
crete products, between points in Portage 
and Columbiana Counties, Ohio, on the 
one hand, and Ashland, Ky., and points in 
Wayne and Monroe Counties, Mich., 
those in Pennsylvania on and west of U.S. 
Highway 11, those in New York on and 
west of U.S. Highway 15, those in West 
Virginia on and north of US. Highway 
50, and those in Kentucky in the 
Cincinnati, Ohio, commercial zone, as 
defined by the Commission, on the other 
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hand. Note: Applicant states that no 
duplicating authority is sought. Com- 
mon control and dual operations may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Columbus or Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC 49304 (Sub-No. 22), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: BOWMAN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Post Of- 
fice Box 6, Stephens City, Va. 22655. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Eston H. Alt, 
Post Office Box 81, Winchester, Va. 22601. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Soft drinks, 
from Winchester, Va., to Hagerstown, 
Md., (2) empty soft drink containers, 
from Hagerstown, Md., to Winchester, 
Va., and (3) scrap materials, from Win- 
chester, Va., to points in New York, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and the 
District of Columbia. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 52652 (Sub-No. 6), filed July 
29, 1968. Applicant: LAWRENCE MoO- 
TOR LINES, INC., 21 South Mill Street, 
Haverhill, Mass. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Kenneth B. Williams, 111 State 
Street, Boston, Mass. 02109. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages in contain- 
ers, from Orange, NJ., to Lawrence, 
Mass., under a continuing contract with 
Merrimack Valley Distributing Co., An- 
dover Street, Lawrence, Mass. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 52657 (Sub-No. 660) (Amend- 
ment), filed July 22, 1968, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of August 8, 
1968, amended August 7, 1968, and re- 
published as amended, this issue. Appli- 
cant: ARCO AUTO CARRIERS, INC., 
2140 West 79th Street, Chicago, Ill. 60620. 
Applicant’s representative: A. J. Bieber- 
stein, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
Wis. 53703. Authority sought to operate 
as a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Trailers, trailer chassis (except those de- 
signed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles), and trailer converter dollies, 
in initial truckaway and driveaway serv- 
ice, from Avon Lake, Ohio, and Fort 
Wayne, Ind., to points in the United 
States, including Alaska, but excluding 
Hawaii; (2) trailers, trailer chassis (ex- 
cept those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles), and trailer con- 
verter dollies, in secondary  truck- 
away and driveaway service, from 
Points in the United States, including 
Alaska, but excluding Hawaii, to Avon 
Lake, Ohio, and Fort Wayne, Ind.; (3) 
tractors, in secondary movements, in 
driveaway service, only when drawing 
trailers in initial movements, from Avon 
Lake, Ohio, and Fort Wayne, Ind.; to 
points in Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Ar- 
kansas, California, Colorado, Georgia, 
Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, Mis- 
sissippi, Montana, Nevada, New Hamp- 
shire, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Washing- 
ton, Wyoming, and the District of Co- 
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lumbia; (4) tractors, in secondary move- 
ments, in driveaway service, only when 
drawing trailers in secondary move- 
ments, from points in Alabama, Alaska, 
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Georgia, Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Maine, Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, 
New Hampshire, New Mexico, North Da- 
kota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Wash- 
ington, Wyoming, and the District of Co- 
lumbia, to Avon Lake, Ohio and Fort 
Wayne, Ind.; (5) bodies and containers, 
between Avon Lake, Ohio and Fort 
Wayne, Ind., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States, in- 
cluding Alaska, but excluding Hawaii; 
(6) materials, supplies, and parts used in 
the manufacture, assembly, or servicing 
of the commodities described in para- 
graphs (1) and (5) above, when mov- 
ing in mixed loads with such commodi- 
ties, between Avon Lake, Ohio, and Fort 
Wayne, Ind., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States, 
including Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Wash- 
ington, D.C., or Detroit, Mich. 

No. MC 52673 (Sub-No. 28), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: FRED OLSON 
MOTOR SERVICE COMPANY, a cor- 
poration, 6022 West State Street, Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 53213. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Eugene L. Cohn, 1 North La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry fertilizer, in 
bulk, from Milwaukee, Wis., to points in 
Boone, Cook, De Kalb, Du Page, Grundy, 
Kane, Kankakee, Kendall, Lake, Mc- 
Henry, Will, and Winnebago Counties, 
Til., and Lake County, Ind. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 52743 (Sub-No. 17), filed Au- 
gust 4, 1968. Applicant: MIAMI TRANS- 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., 1220 
Harrison Avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio 45214. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert H. 
Kinker, Box 464, 711 McClure Building, 
Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, livestock, household goods as de- 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
requiring special equipment and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad- 
ing, serving the Ford Motor Co. plant- 
site at the intersection of Westport Road 
and Murphy Lane, Jefferson County, 
near Louisville, Ky., as an off-route point 
in connection with applicant’s authority 
to and from Louisville, Ky. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 59120 (Sub-No. 32), filed July 
15, 1968. Applicant: EAZOR EXPRESS, 
INC., Eazor Square, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15201. 
Applicant’s representative: Carl L. 
Steiner, 39 South La Salle, Chicago, Tl. 
60603. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 


value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commis- 
sion, commodities requiring special 
equipment), (1) between Parkersburg, 
W. Va., and Chicago, Ill., (a) from Par- 
kersburg over U.S. Highway 50 to Athens, 
Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 33 to 
Columbus, Ohio, thence over U.S. High- 
way 33 to Marysville, Ohia, thence over 
Ohio Highway 31 to Kenton, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 30S to junction U.S. 
Highway 30N near Delphos, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 30N to Van Wert, 
Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 30 to 
junction Indiana Highway 49, thence 


- over Indiana Highway 49 to junction 


Indiana Highway 130, thence over High- 
way 130 to junction Indiana Highway 51, 
thence over Indiana Highway 51 to junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 94, thence over 
Interstate Highway 94 to Chicago, IIl., 
and return over the same routes, serving 
all intermediate points on U.S. Highway 
50 between Parkersburg, W. Va., and 
Athens, Ohio, including Athens, Ohio, 
and (b) from Parkersburg over US. 
Highway 50 to Athens, Ohio, thence over 
U.S. Highway 33 to Columbus, Ohio, 
thence over U.S. Highway 40 and Inter- 
state Highway 70 to Indianapolis, Ind. 
Thence over Interstate Highway 65 to 
junction U.S. Highway 52, thence over 
US. Highway 52 to junction US. 41, 
thence over U.S. Highway 41 to junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 94, thence over 
Interstate Highway 94 to Chicago, IIl., 
and return over the same routes, serving 
all intermediate points on U.S. Highway 
50 between Parkersburg, W. Va., and 
Athens, Ohio, including Athens, Ohio, 
and (2) between Wheeling, W. Va., and 
Chicago, Ill., (a) from Wheeling over 
U.S. Highway 40 and Interstate High- 
way 70 to Indianapolis, Ind., thence over 
Interstate Highway 65 to junction USS. 
Highway 41, thence over U.S. Highway 
41 to junction Interstate Highway 94, 
thence over Interstate Highway 94 to 
Chicago, Ill., and return over the same 
routes, serving no intermediate points, 
and (b) from Wheeling over U.S. High- 
way 40 and Interstate Highway 70 to 
Columbus, Ohio, thence over U.S. High- 
way 33 to Marysville, Ohio, thence over 
Ohio Highway 31 to Kenton, Ohio, 
thence over U.S. Highway 30S via Lima, 
Ohio to junction U.S. Highway 30N near 
Delphos, Ohio, thence over U.S. High- 
way 30N to Van Wert, Ohio, thence over 
US. Highway 30 to junction Indiana 
Highway 49, thence over Indiana High- 
way 49 to junction Indiana Highway 130, 


thence over Indiana Highway 130 to’ 


junction Indiana Highway 51, thence 
over Indiana Highway 51 to junction 
Interstate Highway 94, thence over In- 
terstate Highway 94 to Chicago, IIt., and 
return over the same routes, serving no 
intermediate points. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. 35) (Amend- 
ment), filed April 15, 1968, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of May 9, 
1968, and republished as amended, this 
issue. Applicant: ACE-ALKIRE 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 4143 East 43d 
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Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50305. Appli- 
cant’s representative: William A. Lan- 
dau, 1451 East Grand Avenue, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50306. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Tractors (except those with 
vehicle beds, bed frames, or fifth wheels) ; 
(2) agricultural implements and machin- 
ery; and (3) attachments for, and equip- 
ment designed for use with, the foregoing 
articles when moving in mized loads with 
such articles, (a) between points in the 
Davenport, Iowa, Rock Island and 
Moline, Ill., commercial zone as defined 
by the Commission, and (b) from points 
in said commercial zone to points in Iowa, 

* Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota; and points in 
Cheyenne, Decatur, Jewell, Norton, 
Phillips, Rawlins, Republic, and Smith 
Counties, Kans. Restriction: The au- 
thority herein granted shall be limited to 
traffic originating at the plantsites of, or 
storage or distribution facilities used by, 
International Harvester Co. and. ter- 
minating in the aforesaid states of des- 
tination, provided that this restriction 
shall not prevent the handling of foreign 
traffic. Nore: The purpose of this repub- 
lication is to broaden the territorial de- 
scription in (3b) above. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary applicant requests it be 
held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 121), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: JENKINS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 3708 Elm Street, 
Bettendorf, Iowa 52722. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Donald W. Smith, 900 Circle 
Tower, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Agricultural 
implements, from Cedar Falls, Iowa, and 
Morton, Ill., to points in the United 
States, except Hawaii, and (2) materials, 
supplies, and equipment used in the 
manufacture of agricultural imple- 
ments, from points in the United States 
(except Hawaii), to Cedar Falls, Iowa, 
and Morton, Ill. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Tl. 

No. MC 64112 (Sub-No. 40), filed Au- 

gust 5, 1968. Applicant: NORTHEAST- 
ERN TRUCKING COMPANY, a corpora- 
tion, 2508 Starita Road, Post Office Box 
1493, Charlotte, N.C. 2820°. Applicant’s 
representative: John M. Dunn, Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts, in containers, from the plantsites 
and warehouses of Humble Oil & Refin- 
ing Co., at Baton Rouge, La. to points 
in North Carolina. Note: Applicant states 
it intends to tack at points in North 
Carolina (principally at Charlotte, N.C.), 
to serve points in Virginia, Pennsy] 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, and 
Baltimore, Md. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Atlanta, Ga., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 72442 (Sub-No. 22), filed Au- 
gust 1, 1968. Applicant: AKERS MOTOR 
LINES, INCORPORATED, Post Office 
Box 579, Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Appli- 
cant’s representatives: Donald E. Cross, 
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917 Munsey Building, 1329 E Street NW. 
20004, and Lennox O. Boyles, Post Of- 
fice Box 579, Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, tobacco, liquor, com- 
modities in bulk, commodities requiring 
special equipment, and household goods 
defined by the Commission, serving 
Nashville, Ga., as an off-route point in 
conjunction with applicant’s present au- 
thority. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 173688 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
August 9, 1968. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
TRUCKING CORPORATION, 1500 
Orenda Road, Post Office Box 7182, 
Memphis, Tenn. 38107. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Charles H. Hudson, Jr., 833 
Stahlman Building, Nashville, Tenn. 
37201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irrerular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel, and iron.and steel articles, from 
Birmingham and Gadsden, Ala., to points 
in Texas and those in Louisiana west of 
the Mississippi River. Nore: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 176177 (Sub-No. 319), filed 
August 2, 1968. Applicant: BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor- 
poration, 2 South 32d Street, Birming- 
ham, Ala. 35233. Applicant’s representa- 


tive: Harold G. Hernly, 711 14th Street 


NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Classes A and B explosives, 
between Milan, Tenn., and Crane, Ind., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, Den- 
ver, Colo. Note: Common control may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 

Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 178228 (Sub-No. 24), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: THE J. 
MILLER COMPANY, a corporation, 147 
Nichol Avenue, McKees Rocks, Pa. 15136. 
Applicant’s representative: Henry M. 
Wick, Jr., 2310 Grant Building, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Coke, from Harriet (Tonawanda 
Township) Erie County, N.Y., to points in 
Pennsylvania. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
» held at Washington, D.C., or Buffalo, 

> 


No. .MC 179080 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: AUSTGEN 
EXPRESS & STORAGE COMPANY, a 
corporation, Post Office Box 1528, Aurora, 
Ill. Applicant’s representative: Robert H. 
Levy, 29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Til. 60603. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 


-irregular routes, transporting: Animal 


feed, from Momence, IIl., 
Indiana and Louisville, Ky. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 82841 (Sub—No. 49), filed Au- 
gust 7, 1968. Applicant: R-D TRANS- 
FER, INC., 801 Livestock Exchange 
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Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68107. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Donald L. Stern, 
630 City National Bank Building, Omaha, 
Nebr. Authority sought to-operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, angles, bars, beams, iron 
and steel, piling, pipe coating material, 
plates floor, plates structural reinforce- 
ment, rods coiled, rods guy anchor, steel 
sheet, steel structural, strip coiled, tees, 
and (2) pipe coating material when mov- 
ing with shipments of pipe, from Omaha, 
Nebr., and Council Bluffs and Sioux City, 
Iowa, to Sioux Falls, S. Dak., and Hull, 
Iowa, restricted (1) to traffic having an 
immediately prior movement by water 
and (2) to traffic destined to the above 
named destination points. Note: Com- 
mon control may be involved. If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
Sioux City, Iowa, or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 85255 (Sub—No. 31), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: PUGET SOUND 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Pier 62, Seattle, 
Wash. 98101. Applicant’s representative: 
Clyde H. Maclver, 2112 Washington 
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98111. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Palletized metal 
and combination metal and fibreboard 
cans and can parts, (1) between Port- 
land, Oreg., and points in Washington 
in and west of Okanogan, Chelan, Kitti- 
tas, Yakima, and Klickitat Counties, and 
(2) ‘from Seattle, Wash., to Astoria, 
Oreg. Note: Common control may be in- 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Seattle, 
Wash., or Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 93840 (Sub-No. 7), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: W. W. GLESS, 
doing business as GLESS BROS., Blue 
Grass, Iowa 52726. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: William L. Fairbank, 610 Hub- 
bell Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Salt, from 
the plantsites and storage facilities of 
Cargill, Inc., located in Scott County, 
Iowa, to points in Iowa, that part of Illi- 
nois on and north of U.S. Highway 36, 
and points in that part of Wisconsin on 
and south of U.S. Highway 16 and on and 
west of U.S. Highway 51. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 103552 (Sub-No. 7), filed Au- 
gust 6, 1968. Applicant: THE FARER 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor- 
poration, 15 West Dover Street, Water- 
bury, Conn. Applicant’s representative: 
S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733 Investment 
Building, Washington, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Advertising matter, books, 
magazines, periodicals, song sheets, sheet 
music, comics, comic sheets, and shop- 
ping news, between Orangeburg, N.Y., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, New 
York, Mount Vernon, and Pelham, N.Y., 
points in Nassau, Suffolk, and Westches- 
ter Counties, N.Y., Bridgeport, Hartford, 
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Meriden, New Britain, New Haven, and 
Waterbury, Conn., and points in Con- 
necticut on and west of the east bank of 
the Connecticut River arid Springfield, 
Mass. Note: Applicant states that tack- 
ing will take place at such points and 
places as the authority permits. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at New York, N-Y. 

No. MC 103721 (Sub-No. 15) (Correc- 
tion), filed July 25, 1968, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of August 15, 
1968, and republished as corrected, this 
issue. Applicant: RAYMOND B. LONG, 
INC., Ridge Road, Tylersport, Pa. 18971. 
Applicant’s representative: Theodore 
Polydoroff, 917 Munsey Building, 1329 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vinyl plastic coated 
stone, and sand and gravel, from points 
in Northhampton County, Pa., to points 
in New York, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virgina, West Virginia, North 
Carolina, and the District of Columbia. 
Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to include the filing date, which was 
inadvertently omitted from the previous 
publication. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 103880 (Sub-No. 399), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: PRODUCERS 
TRANSPORT, INC., 215 East Waterloo 
Road, Akron, Ohio 44306. Applicant’s 
representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Orville, Ohio, to 
Grand Rapids, Mich. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Detroit or Lansing, Mich. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 331), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2803 West Lex- 
ington Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Robert G. 
Tessar (same address as above). Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Prefabricated 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or in 
sections and equipment and materials in- 
cidental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, from points in Rich- 
land County, Ohio, to points in Maine, 
New Hampshire, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Vermont. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Mansfield, Ohio. 

No. MC 104589 (Sub-No. 23), filed Au- 
gust 8, 1968. Applicant: J. L. LAWHON, 
2941 Main Street, East Point, Ga. 30044. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Tate, 2025 City Federal Building, Bir- 
mingham, Ala. 35203. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Physical fitness, gymnastic, 


athletic, and sporting goods equipment, 
from the plantsite of Diversified Prod- 
ucts Corp., at or near Opelika, Ala., to 
points in Florida, and (2) equipment, 
materials, and supplies, used in the man- 
ufacture and distribution of the com- 
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modities described in (1) above, from 
points in Florida to the plantsite of 
Diversified Products Corp., at or near 
Opelika, Ala., under contract with Diver- 
sified Products Corp., of Opelika, Ala. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, 
Ga., Montgomery or Birmingham, Ala. 
No. MC 105813 (Sub-No. 167), filed Au- 
gust 7, 1968. Applicant: BELFORD 
TRUCKING CoO., INC., 3500 Northwest 
79th Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33148. Appli- 


-cant’s representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 


South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Duluth, Minn., to points in Alabama; 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, and Tennessee. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
- requests it be held at Chicago, 


No. MC 105881 (Sub—No. 42), filed Au- 
gust 2, 1968. Applicant: MR. & R. 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
715 North Ferdon Boulevard, Crestview, 
Fla. 32536. Applicant’s representative: 
Dan R. Schwartz, 1729 Gulf Life Tower, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 32207. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over regular routes, trans- 
porting: General commodities (except 
commodities of unusual value, livestock, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), (1) be- 
tween Perry, Fla., and junction of U.S. 
Highways 98 and 319 at or near Medart, 
Fla., over U.S. Highway 98, serving all 
intermediate points, (2) between Lake 
City, Fla., and Dawson, Ga., from Lake 
City over U.S. Highway 41 to Tifton, Ga., 
thence over U.S. Highway 82 to Dawson 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points, (3) between 


‘“Montiéello, Fla., and Albany, Ga., over 


U.S. Highway 19, serving all intermedi- 
ate points, (4) between Tallahassee, Fla., 
and Tifton, Ga., over U.S. Highway 319, 
serving all intermediate points, (5) be- 
tween Malone, Fla., and Dawson, Ga., 
from Malone over Florida Highway 2 to 
the Florida-Georgia State line, thence 
over Georgia Highway 91 to Colquitt, 
Ga., thence over Georgia Highway 45 to 
Graves, Ga., thence over U.S. Highway 
82 to Dawson and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, 
(6) also serving, as off-route points, all 
points in the following named counties 
in connection with applicant’s regular 
routes: 

Jefferson, Wakulla, and Taylor Coun- 
ties, Fla.; Baker, Brooks, Calhoun, Clay, 
Colquitt, Cook, Decatur, Dougherty, 
Early, Grady, Lee, Lowndes, Miller, 
Mitchell, Quitman, Randolph, Seminole, 
Terrell, Thomas, Tift, and Worth Coun- 
ties, Ga. Restrictions: (1) The authority 
sought herein may not be combined or 
tacked with any presently authorized 
routes of the carrier for the purpose of 
performing a direct single line service 
between any two of the following points, 
including the commercial zones of each: 
Atlanta, Ga. Jacksonville, Fla., and 
Tampa, Fla. (2) The authority sought 
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herein shall be restricted to traffic mov- 
ing from, to, or through a point in the 
State of Florida. Note: Carrier does. not 
here seek any authority which duplicates 
any authority presently held or sought 
in any pending application. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Tallahassee or Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No. MC 106603 (Sub-No. 105), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: DIREC? 
TRANSIT LINES, INC., 200 Colrain 
Street SW., Grand Rapids, Mich. 49508. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert A. 
Sullivan, 1800 Buhl Building, Detroit, 
Mich. 48226. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Roofing and building materials, and 
materials used in the installation and ap- 
plication of such commodities (except 
iron and steel, and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite of Certain-teed 
Products Corp., at Avery, Ohio, to points 
in’ Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, West 
Virginia, points in New York, in and west 
of Wayne, Seneca, Schuyler, and Che- 
mung Counties, and points in Pennsyl- 
vania, in and west of Tioga, Potter, 
Cameron, Clearfield, Cambria, and 
Somerset Counties, and returned ship- 
ments, on return; and, (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture, installation, or application 
of roofing and building materials, from 
points in the above-described territory to 
the plantsite of Certain-teed Products 
Corp., at Avery, Ohio. Note: Applicant 
holds contracts carrier authority under 
MC 46240, therefore, dual operations may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Columbus, Ohio, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. 66), filed 
July 30, 1968. Applicant: STEEREE 
TANK LINES, INC., 2808 Fairmount 
Street, Post Office Box 2998, Dallas, Tex. 
75201. Applicant’s representative: Hugh 
T. Matthews, 630 Fidelity Union Tower, 
Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Anhydrous ammonia, fertilizers 
and fertilizer ingredients, from points in 
Texas on and north of U.S. Highway 66, 
to points in Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Utah, and Wyoming. Notre: Applicant 
states that tacking could take place in 
conjunction with its present authority in 
MC 107064, whereas it is authorized to 
operate in Texas and New Mexico. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Dallas, or Fort 
Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 751), filed Au- 
gust 1, 1968. Applicant: MATLACK, INC., 
10 West Baltimore Avenue, Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same address as applicant) . 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Fly ash, in 
bulk (1) from Philadelphia, Phoenix, 
and Eddyston, Pa., to points in Delaware 
and New Jersey; (2) from Edge Moor, 
Del. to Plymouth , Pa. and 
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points in New Jersey; and (3) from Duck 
Island (Trenton), NJ., to Plymouth 
Meeting, Pa. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Philadelphia, Pa., or Washing- 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 107818 (Sub-No. 45), filed Au- 
gust 7, .1968. Applicant: GREENSTEIN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
280 Northwest 12th Avenue, Post Office 
Box 608, Pompano Beach, Fla. 33061. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Martin Sack, 
Jr., 1754 Gulf Life Tower, 1301 Gulf Life 
Drive, Jacksonville, Fla. 32207. Authority 
sought to operate a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dairy products, dairy sub- 
stitutes, vegetable oil compounds, and 
advertising and promotional materials 
when shipped therewith, from Louisville, 
Ky., to points in Alabama, Florida, Geor- 
gia, and Tennessee. Note: No duplicating 
authority is sought. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Louisville, Ky., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 108053 (Sub-No. 81), filed Au- 
gust 7, 1968. Applicant: LITTLE AU- 
DREY’S TRANSPORTATION COM- 
PANY, INC., Post Office Box 129, 
Fremont, Nebr. 68025. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Duluth, 
Minn., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 247), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, Post 
Office Box 5888, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: J. B. Ham 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen bakery products, 
from Little Rock, Ark., to points in Ohio, 
Indiana, and Kentucky, restricted to 
traffic originating at the plantsite and/ 
or storage facilities of Ole South Foods 
Co., Little Rock, Ark. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Little Rock, Ark., or Dallas, 
Tex. 

No. MC 108375 (Sub-No. 27), filed Au- 
gust 7, 1968. Applicant: LEROY L. 
WADE & SON, INC., 1615 Izard Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68102. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Donald L. Stern, 630 City Na- 
tional Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Iron 
and steel articles, angles, bars, beams, 
iron and steel, piling, pipe coating ma- 
terial, plates floor, plates structural re- 
inforcement, rods coiled, rods guy an- 
chor, steel sheet, steel structural, strip 
coiled, tees, and (2) pipe coating ma- 
terial when moving with shipments of 
pipe, from Omaha, Nebr., and Council 
Bluffs and Sioux City, Iowa, to Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak. and Hull, Iowa, restricted 
(1) to traffic having an immediately 





NOTICES 


prior movement by water; and (2) to 
traffic destined to the named destination 
points. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., or Sioux City, 
Iowa, or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 108859 (Sub-No. 49), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: CLAIRMONT 
TRANSFER CO., a corporation, 1803 
Seventh Avenue North, Escanaba, Mich. 
Applicant’s representative: John L. 
Bruemmer, 121 West Doty Street, Madi- 
son, Wis. 53703. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment) , serv- 
ing the Ford Motor Co. plantsite at the 
intersection of Westport Road and 
Murphy Lane (Jefferson County), near 
Louisville, Ky., as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s authorized 
regular route operations. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Louisville, Ky., or 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 109094 (Sub-No. 13) (Amend- 
ment), filed May 24, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 20, 1968, 
and republished as amended, this issue. 
Applicant: GAULT TRANSPORTA- 
TION, INC., 379 Main Street, Wareham, 
Mass. 02571. Applicant’s representatives: 
Gavin W. O’Brien and William H. 
Tucker, 2000 L Street NW., Suite 
815, Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Corn and soybean products 
and blends thereof, in bulk, from points 
in Massachusetts, to points in Maine, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, and Massachusetts. Note: 
Applicant states it intends to tack the 
proposed authority with its present au- 
thority in MC 109094 and subs there- 
under. The purpose of this republication 
is to redescribe the commodity and ter- 
ritorial description. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Boston, Mass., or Washing- 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 109538 (Sub-No. 18), filed Au- 
gust 6, 1968. Applicant: CHIPPEWA 
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 2645 Harlem 
Street, Eau Claire, Wis. 54701. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Edward G. Baze- 
lon, 39 South La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Il. 60603. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular. routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commis- 
sion, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment) , serving the 
plantsite of Jackson County Iron Co. 
located in Jackson County, Wis., approxi- 
mately 5 miles from Black River Falls, 
Wis., as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations. Nore: If a hearing is 


No. MC 111320 (Sub-No. 50), filed Au- 
gust 9, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS KEAL 
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TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 






2001 
Barlow Road, Hudson, Ohio 44236. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: J. C. Schriner, 
14805 Detroit Avenue, Lakewood, Ohio 
44107. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 


irregular routes, transporting: Truck 
cranes and truck crane chassis, in initial 
movements in driveway service, from 
Duluth, Minn., to points in the United 
States. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 111375 (Sub-No. 27), filed Au- 
gust 1, 1968. Applicant: PIRKLE RE- 
FRIGERATED FREIGHT LINES, a cor- 
poration, 3567 East Barnard Avenue, 
Cudahy, Wis. Applicant’s representative: 
Joseph M. Scanlan, 111 West Washing- 
ton Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Spoiled, returned or 
rejected dairy products, and (2) agricul- 
tural commodities, in mixed shipments, 
the transportation of which is partially 
exempt under the provisions of section 
203(b) (6) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act if transported in vehicles at the same 
time with (1) above, from points in 
Washington, Oregon, Montana, Utah, 
Idaho, California, Colorado, Arizona, 
Nevada, New Mexico, and Wyoming, to 
points in Minnesota and Wisconsin. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Iil., Madison or Milwaukee, Wis. 

No. MC 111398 (Sub-No. 12), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: FISCHBACH 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 921 
Sherman Street, Akron, Ohio 44311. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: John P. Mc- 
Mahon, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Roofing and building materials, and 
materials used in the installation and 
application of such commodities (except 
iron and steel, and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite of Certain-teed Prod- 
ucts Corp. located at Avery, Ohio, to 
points in Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
West Virginia; points in New York in 
and west of Wayne, Seneca, Schuyler, 
and Chemung Counties; and points in 
Pennsylvania in and west of Tioga, Pot- 
ter, Cameron, Clearfield, Cambria, and 
Somerset Counties, and returned ship- 
ments of the above commodities, on re- 
turn and (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture, in- 
stallation or application of roofing and 
building materials, from points in the 
above described territory to the plantsite 
of Certain-teed Products Corp., at Avery, 
Ohio. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 111401 (Sub-No. 260), filed Au- 
gust 2, 1968. Applicant: GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2510 Rock Island 
Boulevard, Post Office Box 632, Enid, 
Okla. 73701. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fer- 
tilizer, fertilizer ingredients, and fertil- 
izer solutions, in bulk, from points in 
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Texas west of U.S. Highway 83, to points 
in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Colo- 
rado, Georgia, ITllinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee (ex- 
cept Kingsport), Texas, Utah, and Wyo- 
ming. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Dallas, Tex., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 111401 (Sub-No. 262), filed Au- 
gust 8, 1968. Applicant: GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2510 Rock Island 
Boulevard, Post Office Box 632, Enid, 
Okla. 73701. Applicant’s representative: 
Alvin L. Hamilton and Victor R. Com- 
stock (same address as applicant). Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sulphuric acid and 
phosphatic fertilizer solutions, in bulk, 
from the plantsite of Freeport Chemical 
Co., division of Freeport Sulphur Co., at 
or near Uncle Sam, St. James Parish, 
La., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, that part of Illinois on 
and south of U.S. Highway 50 including 
East St. Louis, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, that part of Missouri on and 
south of the Missouri River, Oklahoma, 
‘Tennessee, and Texas. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C., or 
New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 268), filed Au- 
gust 2, 1968. Applicant: AMERICAN 
COURIER CORPORATION, 222-17 
Northern Boulevard, Bayside, N.Y. 13361. 
Applicant’s representative: Russell S. 


Bernhard, 1625 K Street NW., Washing-— 


ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Business papers, records and 
audit and accounting media of all kinds, 
and advertising material moving there- 
with, between points in Fairfield County, 
Conn., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Delaware and Philadel- 
phia Counties, Pa.; Hampshire and Mid- 
diesex Counties, Mass.; Middlesex 
County, N.J.; Bronx, Kings, Manhattan, 
Nassau, Queens, Richmond, Suffolk, 
Ulster, and Westchester Counties, N.Y.; 
(2) proofs, cuts, copy, artwork, and ma- 
terials related thereto, used in preparing 
advertising, restricted against the trans- 
portation of packages or articles weigh- 
ing in the aggregate more than 90 pounds 
from one consignor to one consignee on 
any one day, between points in Fairfield 
County, Conn., on the one hands; and, 
on the other, points in Bergen, Hudson, 
Passaic, and Union Counties, N.J.; and 
points in New York, N.Y. and Wesiches- 
ter County, N.Y.; (3) electronic compo- 
nents, restricted against the transporta- 
tion of packages or articles weighing in 
the aggregate more than 75 pounds from 
one consignor to one consignee on any 
one day, between points in Fairfield 
County, Conn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Middlesex and 
Suffolk Counties, Mass.; Philadelphia 
County, Pa.; and JFK International Air- 
port and La Guardia Airport, N.Y.; (4) 
oil burner parts, truck repair parts, 









NOTICES 


promotion items and miscellaneous office 
supplies such as business forms, state- 
ments, invoices, delivery tickets, and 
service tickets, restricted against the 
transportation of packages or articles 
weighing in the aggregate more than 50 
pounds from one consignor to one con- 
signee on any one day, between points in 
Fairfield County, Conn., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Bronx, Kings, 
Manhattan, Nassau, Queens, Richmond, 
Suffolk, and Westchester Counties, N.Y.; 
and (5) cloth samples, restricted against 
the transportation of packages or articles 
weighing in the aggregate more than 90 
pounds from one consignor to one con- 
signee on any one day, between points 
in Fairfield County, Conn., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, New York, N.Y. 
Note: Applicant has contract carrier au- 
thority in MC 113750 and subs there- 
under, therefore dual operations may be 
involved. Applicant states that it could 
tack with its. presently held common 
carrier authority. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
August 2, 1968. Applicant: SHERWOOD 
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road, San 
Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 111 State 
Street, Boston, Mass. 02109. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de- 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Alabama, Colorado, Connecticut, 
Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes- 
see, Texas, Virginia, Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in California. 
Note: The purpose of this application is 
to eliminate the gateway of Overland, 
Mo. (so called St. Louis gateway). If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at San Antonio, Tex. 

No. MC 113106 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: THE BLUE 
DIAMOND COMPANY, a corporation, 
4401 East Fairmount Avenue, Baltimore, 
Md. 21224. Applicant’s representative: 
Chester A. Zyblut, 1522 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials, in bags, (1) from Baltimore, 
Md., to points in Pennsylvania, and (2) 
from North Claymont, Del., to points in 
Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, New York, Virginia, the District 
of Columbia, and those in West Virginia 
and north of US. Highway 60. NoTE: 
Applicant states that no duplicating au- 
thority is being sought. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113495 (Sub-No. 35), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: GREGORY 
HEAVY HAULERS, INC., 51 Oldham 
Street, Post Office Box 5266, Nashville, 
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Tenn. 37213. Applicant’s representative: 
Wilmer B. Hill, 529 Transportation 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20006. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Tractors (ex- 
cept those with vehicle beds, bed frames, 
or fifth wheels); (2) agricultural imple- 
ments and machinery; and (3) attach- 
ments for, and equipment designed for 
use with the foregoing articles when 
moving in mized loads with such articles, 
(a) between points in the Davenport, 
Iowa, Rock Island and Moline, Ill., com- 
mercial zone, as defined by the Commis- 
sion, and (b) from points in said com- 
mercial zone to points in Tennessee, 
North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and Arkansas. Restriction: The author- 
ity herein sought shall be limited to 
traffic originating at the plantsites of, 
or storage or distribution facilities used 
by International Harvester -Co., and 
terminating in the aforesaid States of 
destination; provided that this restric- 
tion shall not prevent the handling of 
traffic in foreign commerce. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 113861 (Sub-No. 44), filed 
August 8, 1968. Applicant: WOOTEN 
TRANSPORTS, INC., 153 Gaston Ave- 
nue, Memphis, Tenn. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Dale Woodall, 900 Memphis 
Bank Building, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wet bottom boiler 
slag aggregates, in bulk, and in bags, 
from Memphis, Tenn., to points in 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Louisi- 
ana, Kentucky, and Missouri. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 113974 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
August 7, 1968. Applicant: PITTS- 
BURGH & NEW ENGLAND TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation, 211 Washington Ave- 
nue, Dravosburg, Pa. 15034. Applicant’s 
representative: W. H. Schlottman (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Sheet metal products; and equip- 
ment, materials and supplies used in the 
installation of sheet metal products, from 
the plantsite and warehouses of Maurlee 
Co., Inc., Woodbury Heights, N.J., to 
points in Florida, Georgia, Ohio, and 
West Virginia. Nore: Common control 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 113974 (Sub-No. | 28), filed 
August 7, 1968: Applicant: PITTS- 
BURGH & NEW ENGLAND TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation, 211 Washington Ave- 
nue, Dravosburg, Pa. 15034. Applicant’s 
representative: W. H. Schlottman (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Sheet metal products; and 


equipment, materials, and supplies, used 
in the installation of sheet metal prod- 
ucts, from the plantsite and warehouses 





of Acme Manufacturing Co., Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to points in Alabama, Arkan- 
sas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, Ohio, Oklahoma, Texas, West Vir- 
ginia, and Wisconsin. Nore: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 114011 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: PETER 
SADOWSEI, doing business as PETE’S 
SERVICE AND TRUCK AND RENTALS, 
640 South Century Avenue, St. Paul, 
Minn. 55119. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert E. Swanson, 1211 South Sixth 
Street, Stillwater, Minn. 55082. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages, from St. 
Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., to points in 
that portion of Wisconsin on and north 
of Wisconsin Highway 29 beginning at 
Prescott, Wis., to Green Bay and ending 
at Kewaunee, Wis.; and that portion of 
Michigan known as the Upper Peninsula 
contiguous to the northeast boundary of 
Wisconsin. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at_Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 192), filed 
August 7, 1968. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, Ill. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Carl L. 
Steiner, 39 South-La Salle Street, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi- 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, from Duluth, Minn., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Mary- 
land, Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wiscon- 
sin, and the District of Columbia. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 323), filed 
August 7, 1968. Applicant: TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 5842, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Duluth, Minn., to points in Arkansas, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla- 
homa, and Texas. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 114552 (Sub-No. 35), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: SENN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
Post Office Box 333, Newberry, S.C. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Frank A. 
Graham, Jr., 707 Security Federal 
Building, Columbia, S.C. 29201. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Composition board, from 
Adel, Ga., to points in Alabama, Dela- 
ware, Florida, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Mississippi, New Jersey, New York, North 


Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 


NOTICES 


Tennessee, Virginia, and the District of 

Columbia. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 

necessary, applicant requests it be held 

at Columbia, 8.C., Chicago, Ill, or 
DC. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 258), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, 1931 
North Geyer Road, St. Louis, Mo. 63111. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas F. 
Kilroy, 913 Colorado Building, 1341 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Fer- 
tilizer and fertilizer ingredients, from 
Yazoo City, Miss., to points in Arkansas 
and Missouri, and (2) fertilizer and fer- 
tilizer ingredients including anhydrous 
ammonia, from Marion County, Mo., to 
points in Dlinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ohio, 
and Missouri. Note: Common control 
and dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at St. Louis, Mo., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 136), filed 
August 2, 1968. Applicant: CARL 
SUBLER TRUCKING, INC., North West 
Street, Versailles, Ohio 45380. Appli- 
cant’s representative: W. J. Bohman 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Window glass from 
Shreveport, La., to points in Florida. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Toledo or 
Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 118402 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au- 
gust 7, 1968. Applicant: HILLSIDE MO- 
TOR LINES, INC., 321 Indian River 
Road, Orange, Conn. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Thomas W. Murrett, 410 Asy- 
lum Street, Hartford, Conn. 06103. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bananas, from 
points in the New York, N.Y., commercial 
zone, as defined by the Commission, to 
Hartford, Conn., with no transportation 
for compensation on return, except as 
otherwise authorized. Nore: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Hartford, Conn., or Spring- 
field, Mass. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 36), filed 
July 31, 1968. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC., 130 South Frederick Street, Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: A. S. Dunn, 3805 Mobile High- 
way, Pensacola, Fla. 32505. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Composition board and 
asphalt and prepared roofing and re- 
lated accessories and commodities, and 
equipment materials and supplies used 
in the installation of the above commod- 
ities, from the plantsite of the Celotex 
Corp., Birmingham, Ala., to Camden, 
Ark., and points in Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee. Note: Applicant is also author- 
ized to conduct operations as a contract 
carrier in permit No. MC 125664, there- 
fore, dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at St. Louis, Mo., 
or Tampa, Fla. 
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* No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 37), filed Au- 
gust 1, 1968. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC., 130 South Frederick Street, Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: A. S. Dunn, 3805 Mobile 
Highway, Pensacola, Fla. 32505. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Paper and 
paper products, (a) from Jacksonville 
and Pensacola, Fla., to points in Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Arizona, Georgia, Ken- 
tucky, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Michigan, Mis- 
souri, Minnesota, North Carolina, New 
Mexico, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, and 
(b) from Pensacola, Fla., to Jacksonville, 
Fla., (2) paper and paper products, from 
Monticello, Miss., to points in the desti- 
nation States shown in (1) (a) above, and 
points in Florida, (3) equipment, mate- 
rials and supplies used or useful in the 
processing and/or manufacturing of 
paper and paper products (except com- 
modities in bulk), (a) from the destina- 
tion territory described in (1) (a) and (2) 
above to Jacksonville and Pensacola, Fla., 
and Monticello, Miss., and (b) from Jack- 
sonville, Fla., to Pensacola, Fla. Note: 
Applicant holds contract carrier author- 
ity under docket No. MC 125664, there- 
fore, dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Pensacola or Jack- 
sonville, Fla., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 119778 (Sub-No. 117), filed 
August 9, 1968. Applicant: REDWING 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 34, 
Powderly Station, Birmingham, Ala. 
35221. Applicant’s representative: J. V. 
McCoy, Post Office Box 426, Tampa, Fla. 
33601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sulphuric 
acid and phosphatic fertilizer solution, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from plantsite of 
Freeport Sulphur Co. at or near Uncle 
Sam, St. James Parish, La., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois on and south of U.S. Highway 
50 including East St. Louis; Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri on and 
south of the Missouri River, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, and Texas. Nore: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Washington, D.C., or New 
Orleans, La. 

No. MC 119839 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
August 7, 1968. Applicant: DARREL M. 
BAKER, and LEE SHELL, doing business 
as SHELL FEED & SUPPLY CO., Lutes- 
ville, Mo. 63762. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Joseph R. Nacy, 117 West High 
Street, Post Office Box 352, Jefferson 
City, Mo. 65101. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Wooden pallets, pallet parts, block- 
ing, crating and wooden bozes, from 
points in Bollinger County, Mo., and 
from points in that part of Wayne Coun- 
ty, Mo., on and east of U.S. Highway 67, 
to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, and 
Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is deemed 


necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at St. Louis or Jefferson City, Mo. 
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No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
August 8, 1968. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 West Third 
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35407. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Tate, 
2025 City Federal Building, Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Roofing and roofing materials and com- 
position boards, from Birmingham, Ala., 
to points in Kentucky, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Tennessee. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Tampa, Fila., 
or Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 121499 (Sub-No. 2) (Correc- 
tion), filed July 15, 1968, published Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of August 8, 1968, 
corrected and republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: WILLIAM HAYES 
LINES, INC., Hartman Drive, Lebanon, 
Tenn. 37087. Applicant’s representative: 
Walter Harwood, 515 Nashville Bank & 
Trust Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37201. 
Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to show the correct docket number as 
MC 121499 (Sub-No. 2) in lieu of MC 
121499 (Sub-No. 1), as shown in previous 
publication. The rest of the application 
remains the same. 

No. MC 123379 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
July 31, 1968. Applicant: DENVER 
RICHARD BRUBAKER, doing business 
as BRUBAKER TRANSFER, 103 North 
Major, Eureka, Ill. 61530. Applicant’s 
representative: Samuel G. Harrod, 106 
East Center Street, Eureka, Ill. 61530. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New display cases 
and store firtures, from Metamora, II1., 
to points in Connecticut, Florida, Geor- 
gia, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Colorado, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Tennes- 
see, Texas, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, 
under contract with Metamora Wood- 
working Co. Note: Applicant presently 
carries wooden components from Texas 
to Metamora Woodworking Co., and the 
authority here sought would permit a 
return of the commodities herein to 
points in the States presently served. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Peoria or Chicago, 
tl 


No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. 36), filed 


July 31, 1968. Applicant: BOYLE 
BROTHERS, INC., 276 River Road, 
Edgewater, N.J. 07020. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Gypsum and gypsum prod- 
ucts, asphalt and composition roofing 
products, composition boards, urethane 
and urethane products, insulating mate- 
rials, plastic resin and products thereof, 
and materials, accessories, and supplies 
used in the installation of the above- 
named commodities (except commodities 
in bulk), from the plantsite of The Celo- 
tex Corp. at Edgewater, N.J., to points 
in New York, Massachusetts, Rhode 
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Island, Delaware, Vermont, West Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, New Hampshire, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Maine, and the District 
of Columbia, and returned shipments, on 
return. Note: Applicant states it intends 
to tack at Edgewater, N.J., with its pres- 
ent authority in MC 123383 Sub 34. Ifa 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Tampa, Fla., Wash- 
ington, D.C., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 118), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: HILT TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 2648 Cornhusker Highway, 
Post Office Box 824, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas L. 
Hilt (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular and irreg- 
ular routes, transporting: (I) Irregular 
routes: (a) Paint, paint materials, gro- 
ceries and general store supplies, between 
Arlington, Blair, Daykin, DeSota, Exeter, 
Fairbury, Fontanelle, Fort Calhoun, Fre- 
mont, Geneva, Herman, Kennard, Lin- 
coln, Milford, Nashville, Orum, Seward, 
Spiker, Talbasta, Tobias, Washington, 
and Western, Nebr., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Canton, Chicago, Coal 
City, Joliet, and Rochelle, T1l., and Brigh- 
ton, Tipton, and Vinton, Iowa, (b) baby 
supplies, clothing, games, novelties, 
tableware, and toys, when moving in the 
same vehicle and at the same time with 
flour, grain products and food products 
(presently authorized), and, food prod- 
ucts, between points in Arkansas, Kan- 
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, Tennessee (except Memphis 
and points in the commercial zone there- 
of), and Texas, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Idaho, Minnesota, 
Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota, and (c) cullet (broken 
glass), and glassware, from points in 
Nebraska, to points in Nebraska, Ohio, 
and Texas. (II) Regular routes: Junk, 
scrap and waste materials, macaroni, 
noodles, grain products, food products, 
meats and packinghouse products, pan- 
cake and cake flour, spaghetti and vermi- 
celli, serving points in Saunders County, 
Nebr., as intermediate and off-route 
points in connection with carrier’s au- 
thorized regular route operations. Re- 
striction: The authority sought herein, to 
the extent it duplicates any authority 
heretofore granted to or now held by ap- 
plicant, shall not be construed as confer- 
ring more than one operating right 
severable by sale or. otherwise. NOTE: 
Applicant states it is presently authorized 
in docket No. MC-F-9818 to transport 
commodities involved in (I) (a) above 
over regular routes. Applicant requests 
the Commission to revoke all regular 
route authority granted in docket No. 
MC-F-9818 should the authority sought 
herein be granted. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Omaha, Nebr., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 124579 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: G. EDWARD 
WIKEL, doing business as Wikel Milk 
Cartage, Route No. 1, Huron, Ohio 44839. 
Applicant’s representative: Richard H. 
Brandon, 79 East State Street, Columbus, 
Ohio 43215. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 


Foodstuffs, in bulk, in tank vehicles, be- 
tween Orrville, Ohio, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Illinois, Indi- 
ana, Kentucky, Michigan, Pennsylvania, 
New York, Tennessee, West Virginia, 
Minnesota, and Wisconsin. Note: Appli- 
cant has contract carrier authority in 
MC 114377 and subs thereunder, there- 
fore dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 125497 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
July 26, 1968. Applicant: L. WOODS & 
SON TRANSPORT, LIMITED, 5005 
Irwin Avenue, LaSalle, Quebec, Canada. 
Applicant’s representative: S. Harrison 
Kahn, Suite 733, Investment Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Commodities which 
because of size or weight, require use of 
special equipment, and commodities 
which because of size or weight do not re- 
quire the use of special equipment, when 
transported as part of the’same ship- 
ment with commodities which because of 
size or weight require the use of special 
equipment, between ports of entry on 
the international boundary line between 
the United States-Canada, located at 
Massena, Ogdensburg, Alexandria Bay 
(1,000) Islands, Lewiston Bridge at Lewis- 
ton, Niagara Falls, and, Buffalo, N.Y., 
and Detroit, and Port Huron, Mich., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Massena, 
Ogdensburg, Alexandria Bay, Lewiston, 
Niagara Falls, and Buffalo, N.Y., and 
Detroit and Port Huron, Mich. Restric- 
tions: (1) The transportation author- 
ized herein is restricted to foreign com- 
merce only. (2) The transportation au- 
thorized herein is restricted to shipments 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
by motor vehicle at the points of Mas- 
sena, Ogdensburg, Alexandria Bay, 
Lewiston, Niagara Falls and Buffalo, 
N.Y.; and Detroit and Port Huron, Mich. 
(3) Commodities which because of size 
or wéight, require use of special equip- 
ment, and commodities which because of 
size or weight do not require the use of 
special equipment, when transported as 
part of the same shipment with commod- 
ities which because of size or weight re- 
quire the use of special equipment, be- 
tween ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United States 
and Canada, located at Fort Covington, 
Trout River, Champlain, and Rouses 
Point, N.Y.; Route 89, and Derby Line, 
Canaan, Vt.; and Coburn Gore, Maine, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, Fort 
Covington, Trout River, Champlain, and 
Rouses Point, N.Y.; Route 89, Derby Line, 
and Canaan, Vt., and Coburn Gore, 
Maine. Restrictions: (1) The transporta- 
tion authorized herein is restricted to 
foreign commerce only. (2) The trans- 
portation authorized herein is restricted 
to shipments having a prior or subsequent 
movement by motor vehicle at the points 
of Fort Covington, Trout River, Cham- 
plain, and Rouses Point, N.Y., Route 89, 
Derby Line, and Canaan, Vt., and Coburn 
Gore, Maine. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Plattsburgh, N.Y. 
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No. MC 125872 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au- 
gust 1, 1968. Applicant: C. H. DREDGE 
& COMPANY, INC., 542 South 2165 West, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84119. Applicant’s 
representative: Harry D. Pugsley, 400 El 
Paso Gas Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84111. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Uncrated 
sheet and plate glass, paints and related 
articles, moving in mixed loads, from 
Salt Lake City, Utah, to Boise, Pocatello, 
Idaho Falls and Twin Falls, Idaho, under 
contract with Bennett’s of Salt Lake 
City, Utah. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 126079 (Sub-No. 4), filed Au- 
gust 8, 1968. Applicant: STOUT CORPO- 
RATION, 2240 North Canyon Road, Post 
Office Box 186, Provo, Utah. Applicant’s 
representative: Irene Warr, 419 Judge 
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Fabricated sec- 
tions of steel storage tanks, and field 
equipment used in the erection thereof, 
from Houston, Tex., to points in Arkan- 
sas, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
and Texas; and, (2) tools, equipment, 
and surplus materials and supplies used 
in the erection of steel storage tanks, be- 
tween points in Arkansas, Colorado, 
Kansas, Louisiana; Missouri, Nebraska, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. Re- 
striction: The authority requested herein 
is restricted to service for the account 
of General American Transportation 
Corp.; and is further restricted against 
shipments originating at or destined to 
oilfield and gas well locations. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Salt Lake City, 
Utah. 

No. MC 126240 (Sub-No. 13), filed July 
24, 1968. Applicant: ALASKA STEAM- 
SHIP COMPANY, a corporation, Pier 42, 
Seattle, Wash. 98134. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Edward G. Lowry III, 14th 
floor, Norton Building, Seattle, Wash. 
98104. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
“ commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and commodities re- 
quiring special equipment), between Se- 
attle, Wash., and points in Alaska, lo- 
cated south and east of the United 
States-Canada international boundary 
line north of Haines, Alaska, over Wash- 
ington Highways between Seattle and 
Puget Sound Terminal of Alaska Marine 
Highway System and over that system 
between such terminal and the Alaska 
points. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Seattle, Wash., or Juneau or Anchor- 
age, Alaska. 

No. MC 126473 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
August 8, 1968. Applicant: HAROLD 
DICKEY TRANSPORT, INC., Packwood, 
Iowa 52580. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 610 Hubbell Build- 
ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
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sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Central Farmers 
Fertilizer Co., at or near Albany, IIl., to 
points in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, and Wisconsin. Nore: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Des Moines, Iowa, 5r Chicago, 
Tl. 

No. MC 127705 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: KREVDA 
BROS. EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 
68, Gas City, Ind. 46933. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Donald W. Smith, 900 Circle 
Tower, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Glass containers 
and closures therefor, from Indianapolis, 
Ind., to points in Lower Peninsula of 
Michigan, Ohio, Dlinois, Wisconsin, Mis- 
souri, Kentucky, Pennsylvania, New 
York, West Virginia, Connecticut, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Maryland, and New 
Jersey. Note: Applicant has contract 
carrier authority in MC 123934 and subs 
thereunder, therefore, dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 128107 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
August 9, 1968. Applicant: BELMONT 
MINE SUPPLY, INC., Box 175, Flushing, 
Ohio 43977. Applicant’s representative: 
John J. Malik, Sr., 3381 Belmont Street, 
Bellaire, Ohio 43906. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: High explosives, caps, blasting sup- 
plies, ammonium nitrate prills, from 
Flushing, Ohio, in Belmont County and 
Adena, Ohio, in Jefferson County to 
points in Brooke, Ohio, Marshall, Wetzel, 
Tyler, Harrison, Doddridge, Pleasants, 
Ritchie, Gilmer, and Lewis Counties, W. 
Va., under contract with American 
Cyanamid Co., Wayne, N.J. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Wheeling, W. Va., 
or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 128252 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au- 
gust 2, 1968. Applicant: DAVID MAR- 
CUS, doing business as MARCUS 
TRUCKING, 1625 Emmons Avenue, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. Applicant’s represent- 
ative: Arthur J. Piken, 160 16 Jamaica 
Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 11432. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Electric lamps, electric 
lighting fixtures and parts, used in the 
manufacture of electric lamps and elec- 
tric lighting fixtures, (1) from points in 
that part of the New York, N.Y., com- 
mercial zone as defined in the fifth sup- 
plemental report in commercial zones 
and terminal areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, within 
which local operations may be conducted 
under the exemption provision of section 
203(b) (8) of the Act (the exempt zone) 
to the premises of Mobilite, Inc., at 
Hauppauge, N.Y., restricted to shipments 
having an immediately prior movement 
by water, and (2) from the premises of 
Mobilite, Inc., at Hauppauge, N.Y., to 
points in the New York, N.Y., commercial 
zone as defined by the fifth supplemental 
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report in commercial zones and terminal 
areas, 53 M.C.C. 451 within which local 
operations may be conducted under the 
exemption provision of section 203(b) (8) 
of the Act (the exempt zone), and to 
points in New Jersey and in Fairfield 
County, Conn. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 128498 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: ROBERT 
EMANUEL, doing business as EMANU- 
EL’S EXPRESS, 201 East Township 
Line Road, Kirklyn, Pa. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Byron R. LaVan, 327 South 
17th Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, moving in express service, between 
points in Berks, Bucks, Chester, Dela- 
ware, Montgomery, and Philadelphia 
Counties, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Pennsylvania, New 
York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
and the District of Columbia, restricted 
to the exclusive use of one motor vehicle 
in the transportation of a single ship- 
ment, not weighing more than 5,000 
pounds from one consignor at one loca- 
tion to one consignee at one location in 
any one day. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 128732 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: TRANS- 
PORTATION UNLIMITED OF CALI- 
FORNIA, INC., 2639 South Soto, Los An- 
geles, Calif. 90023. Applicant’s represent- 
ative: Duane W. Acklie and Richard A. 
Peterson, 521 South 14th Street, Post 
Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod- 
ucts, meat byproducts, and articles dis- 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de- 
scribed in appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from points 
in Hale County, Tex., to points in Cali- 
fornia, under contract with American 
Beef Packers. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 128788 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
June 27, 1968. Applicant: TOM McKEE 
AND KILIAN MAUZ, a partnership, do- 
ing business as MCKEE TRUCKING CO., 
2770 Eldridge Street, Golden, Colo. 
80401. Applicant’s representative: Ken- 
neth G. Bueche, 1310 Denver Club Build- 
ing, Denver, Colo. 80202. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Mill feeds, such as bran, 
middlings and shorts, in bulk, from 
Denver and Commerce City, Colo., to 
Quinby, Kans., under tontract with The 
Colorado Milling & Elevator Co. Nore: 
Applicant states Commerce City is a 
suburb of Denver and Quinby is located 
about 3 miles northwest of Garden City. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 129326 (Sub-No. 9), filed 
August 8, 1968. Applicant: WHITNEY 
TANK LINES, INC., 5201 Causeway 
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Boulevard, Tampa, Fla. 35601. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Norman J. Bo- 
linger, 1729 Gulf Life Tower, Jackson- 
ville, Fla. 32209. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Sulphuric acid and phosphatic fer- 
tilizer solution, in bulk, from the plant- 
site of Freeport Chemical Co., a division 
of Freeport Sulphur Co. at or near Uncle 
Sam (St. James Parish), La., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
those in Illinois on and south of US. 
Highway 50 including East St. Louis, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, those 
in Missouri on and south of the Missouri 
River, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Tampa or 
Jacksonville, Fla. 

No. MC 129326 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
August 8, 1968. Applicant: WHITNEY 
TANK LINES, INC., 5201 Causeway 
Boulevard, Tampa, Fla. 33601. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Norman J. Bo- 
linger, 1729 Gulf Life Tower, Jackson- 
ville, Fla. 32207. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
_ vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Liquid fertilizer, from Winter Gar- 
den, Fla., to points in South Carolina. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Tampa or 
Jacksonville, Fla. 

No. MC 129401 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: JOE R. 
BRAWLEY, doing business as BRAW- 
LEY TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
944 Davie Avenue, Statesville, N.C. Appli- 
cant’s representative: H. Charles Ephra- 
im, 1411 K Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Thermoplastic materials and compounds, 
except in bulk, from Statesville, N.C., to 
points in the United States. (2) Equip- 
ment, materials, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of thermoplastic materials, 
compounds, and products, except in bulk, 
from Statesville, N.C., to Salinas, Calif., 
West Chicago, Ill, Wooster, Ohio, and 
Winchester, Va. (3) Thermosplastic ma- 
terials and compounds, thermoplastic 
products, and equipment, materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture of ther- 
mosplastic materials, compounds and 
products, except in bulk from Salinas, 
Calif., West Chicago, Ill., Wooster, Ohio, 
and Winchester, Va., to Statesville, N.C. 
(4) Equipment, materials, and supplies 
used in the fabrication of wooden bins, 
except in bulk, from points in North 
Carolina to Bartow, Fla. (5) Wooden 
crates and bozes, set up and knocked 
down, from Statesville, N.C., to points 
in Georgia, South Carolina, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Alabama, Arkansas, Loui- 
siana, Maryland, Mississippi, and Penn- 
sylvania, for the account of Fusion Rub- 
bermaid Corp. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 129538 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
July 21, 1968. Applicant: WALT EWING, 
doing business as WALT EWING CON- 
STRUCTION, Box 95, Belfry, Mont. 


59008. Applicant’s representative: James 


NOTICES 


F. Meglen, 2822 Third Avenue North, 
Post Office Box 1581, Billings, Mont. 
59101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Coal, 
from points in Hot Springs County, Wyo., 
to points in Carbon County, Mont. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Billings, Mont. 

No. MC 129645 (Syb-No. 1), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: BASIL 
J. SMEESTER AND JOSEPH G. 
SMEESTER, doing business as SMEE- 
STER BROTHERS TRUCKING, 1330 
South Jackson Street, Iron Mountain, 
Mich. 49801. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert M. Pearce, Post Office Box E, 
Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Composition boards 
and materials and accessories used in the 
installation thereof, from points in Henry 
County, Tenn., to points in North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Mis- 
souri, Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Mon- 
tana, Wyoming, Colorado, and Tennessee, 
and (2) materials used in the manufac- 
ture and distribution of composition 
boards, from points in the above de- 
scribed destination States to points in 
Henry County, Tenn. Note: Applicant 
holds contract carrier authority under 
MC 127093, Sub-2 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be in- 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 129790 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
August 5, 1968. Applicant: JOSEPH A. 
BECKER, doing business as BECKER 
HI-WAY FRATE, 121 Adams Avenue, 
Albert Lea, Minn. 56007. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: A. R. Fowler, 2288 Uni- 
versity Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 55114. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Molded pulp egg 
cartons, from Middletown, Ohio, to points 
in Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin, under contract 
with Diamond National Corp. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 129830 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au- 
gust 5, 1968. Applicant: JAMES “JAKE” 
JACOMBSMA, doing business as JA- 
COBSMA TRANSPORTATION COM- 
PANY, 108 South Virginia Street, Sioux 
City, Iowa. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul W. Deck, 222 Davidson Building, 
Sioux City, Iowa 51101. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Iron and aluminum castings, struc- 
tural steel, and reinforcing steel for 
bridges, and buildings and steel bars, 
plates, shapes, and sheets, between the 
plantsites of Missouri Valley Steel Co. 
and Sioux City Foundry Co., at/or near 
Sioux City, Iowa, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Nebraska, South 
Dakota, and Minnesota, Kansas, Mis- 
souri, and North Dakota. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Sioux City, Iowa. 

No. MC 129901 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au- 
gust 9, 1968. Applicant: SHERIDAN 


TRUCK SERVICE CoO., a corporation, 
311 Tiffany Building, Eugene, Oreg. 
97401. Applicant’s representative: Law- 
rence V. Smart, Jr., 419 Northwest 23d 
Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 97210. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, from points in 
Coos County, Oreg., to Vancouver, Wash. 
Notre: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 129943 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au- 
gust 6, 1968. Applicant: GEORGE L. 
STONE, doing business as STONE’S 
HAY AND FEED, Hamlin, W. Va. 25523. 
Applicant’s representative: George L. 
Stone (same address as above). Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Agricultural feed 
and fertilizer, except commodities in 
bulk, between Russellville and Winches- 
ter, Ky.; Washington Court House, and 
Cincinnati, Ohio, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Hamlin, Hurricane, Wood- 
ville, Yawkey, and Branchland, W. Va. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Charles- 
ton, W. Va., or Cincinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC 133008 (Amendment), filed 
June 27, 1968, published in FepERAL REG- 
ISTER issue of July 25, 1968, amended 
June 29, 1968, and republished as 
amended, this issue. Applicant: MILLAR 
& BROWN, LTD., a corporation, Post Of- 
fice Box 669, Cranbrook, B.C., 611 71st 
SE., Calgary, Alberta, Canada. Appli- 
cant’s representative: George R. LaBis- 
soniere, 920 Logan Building, Seattle, 
Wash. 98101. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except commodities of 
unusual value, commodities in bulk, and 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission), between ports of entry located 
on the Unitéd States-Canada boundary 
line. at or near Blaine, Oroville, and 
Northport, Wash.; Porthill and Eastport, 
Idaho; Eureka and Sweet Grass, Mont.; 
Portal, Noyes and Pembina, N. Dak. 
Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to broaden the scope of authority 
sought. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Spokane, 
Wash. 

No. MC 133061, filed July 24, 1968. 
Applicant: PUBLIC TRANSPORT COR- 
PORATION, Post Office Box 327, Trout- 
man, N.C. Applicant’s representative: 
John C. Bradley, Suite 618, Perpetual 
Building, 1111 E Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C..Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fertilizer, 
fertilizer materials, nitric acid, anhy- 
drous ammonia, and nitrogen solutions, 
from points in Hertford County, N.C., to 
points in South Carolina, North Carolina, 
West Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, 
Pennsylvania, and Georgia. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Raleigh, N.C., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 133062, filed July 29, 1968. 
Applicant: WAYLAND DISTRIBUTING 
COMPANY, INC., 3100 Sixth Avenue 
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South, Birmingham, Ala. 35233. Appli- 
cant’s representative: D. H. Markstein, 
Jr., 512 Massey Building, Birming- 
ham, Ala. 35203. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Furniture, from Bir- 
mingham, Ala., to points in Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, South Carolina, and Tennes- 
see, (2) plywood, from points in Louisi- 
ana and Mississippi to Birmingham, Ala., 
(3) linoleum rugs, floor tile, carpeting, 
and carpet cushions, from Mobile, Ala., 
New London, Conn., Hedges, Ga., Her- 
ring, Iil., Cincinnati, Ohio, Allentown, 
Pa., and Houston, Tex., to Birmingham, 
Ala., (4) linoleum rugs, from Salem, NWJ., 
to Birmingham, Huntsville, and Scotts- 
boro, Ala., and (5) linoleum rugs, from 
Mobile, Ala., New London, Conn., and 
East Walpole, Mass., to points in Ala- 
bama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Indi- 
ana, Kentucky, Maryland, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see, Virginia, and West Virginia, under 
contract with Furniture Distributors, 
Inc., Kelly Rug Co., Vulcan Furniture 
Manufacturing Co., and Rubin Bros. of 
Ala., Inc. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 133063, filed August 1, 1968. 
Applicant: AMERICAN PACKERS EX- 
PRESS, INC., Livestock Exchange Build- 
ing, Buckingham Boulevard, Omaha, 
Nebr. Applicant’s representative: Richard 
A. Peterson, 521 South 14th Street, Post 
Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod- 
ucts, meat byproducts, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from points 
in Hale County, Tex., to points in the 
United States, except Hawaii, under 
contract with American Beef Packers. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 133068 filed August 2, 1968. 
Applicant: C. J. WHITLEY, Route 4, Box 
264, Albermarle, N.C. 28001. Applicant’s 
representative: J. Ruffin Bailey, Post Of- 
fice Box 2246, Raleigh, N.C. 27602. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Uncooked refriger- 
ated dough products, containers and in- 
gredients, (1) between the plantsites of 
Superior Foods, Inc., located at Dallas, 
Tex., and Charlotte, N.C.; and (2) from 
the above-named plantsites of Superior 
Foods, Inc. to points in the continental 
United States, under contract with Su- 
perior Foods, Inc. Norte: If a hearing is 
deemed: necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Charlotte or Raleigh, N.C., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 133077, filed August 6, 1968. 
Applicant: HARRY MINOR, doing busi- 
ness as MOBILE HOME MOVERS, 1227 
Alder, Lewiston, Idaho 83501. Applicant’s 
representative: Jerry V. Smith, 302 
Weisgerber Building, Lewiston, Idaho 


NOTICES 


83501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Mobile 
homes, campers and parts and furnish- 
ings therefor, between points in Idaho, 
Washington, Oregon, California, Ari- 
zona, and Nevada. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Lewiston, Idaho, or Walla 
Walla or Spokane, Wash. 


MOoTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 106207 (Sub-No. 10), filed Au- 
gust 2, 1968. Applicant: NEW YORK, 
KEANSBURG, LONG BRANCH BUS 
LINE, INC., 72 Beachway, Keansburg, 
N.J. 07734. Applicant’s representative: 
Wilmer A. Hill, 529 Transportation 
Building, 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, in special op- 
erations, in round-trip sightseeing or 
pleasure tours, beginning and ending at 
Keansburg, Hazlet, and Middletown, 
N.J., and extending td points in the 
United States, including Alaska, but ex- 
cluding Hawaii. Nore: Common control 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 124764 (Sub-No. 2), filed July 
25, 1968. Applicant: SARLON COACH 
LINES, LIMITED, Post Office Box 4422, 
Postal Station C, Ontario, Canada. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: S. Harrison 
Kahn, Suite 733, Investment Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (A) Passengers and their 
baggage, in round-trip charter opera- 
tions, from ports of entry on the inter- 
national boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, and extending 
to points in the United States, including 
Alaska (except Hawaii), and return. Re- 
striction: The operations authorized 
herein are restricted to movements begin- 
ning and ending at points in Canada, (B) 
passengers and their baggage in the same 
vehicle with passengers, in special oper- 
ations, in round-trip, sightseeing, and 
pleasure tours, beginning and ending at 
ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United States 
and Canada and extending to points in 
the United States, including Alaska (ex- 
cluding Hawaii). Restriction: The serv- 
ice authorized herein is subject to the 
following conditions: The authority 
granted herein is restricted to the trans- 
portation of passengers and their bag- 
gage originating at points in Canada. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Detroit, 
Mich. 

No. MC 133046 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: AIRPORT 
LIMOUSINE SERVICE, INC., 24 North 
River Road, Wheeling, W. Va. 26003. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: D. L. Bennett, 
206 First National Bank Building, 2207 
National Road, Wheeling, W. Va. 26003. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg- 
ular routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, having prior or subse- 
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quent transportation by air, between 
Wheeling, W. Va., and the Greater Pitts- 
burgh Airport located on Parkway-West 
(U.S. Highway 22) near Pittsburgh, Pa., 
serving St. Clairsville, Bellaire, Bridge- 
port, and Martins Ferry, Ohio, in the 
Wheeling, W. Va., district. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Wheeling, W. Va., 
or Pittsburgh, Pa. - 

No. MC 133067, filed August 5, 1968. 
Applicant: CANYON TOURS, INC., Post 
Office Box 1597, Page, Ariz. 86040. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Arthur H. Greene, 
Jr. (same address as applicant). Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in special operations, in 
round-trip sightseeing tours, between 
Wahweap and Page, Ariz., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Wash- 
ington, Kane, San Juan, Iron, Garfield, 
Piute, Wayne, and Beaver Counties, 
Utah. Nore: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Phoenix, Ariz. 


APPLICATION FOR BROKERAGE LICENSE 


No. MC 130066, filed August 7, 1968. 
Applicant: CAREFREE TOURS, INC., 
doing business at CAREFREE TOURS, 
2120 South Green Road, South Euclid, 
Ohio. Applicant’s representative: Harvey 
Rieger, 900 One Public Square, Cleveland,. 
Ohio 44113. For license (BMC-—5), to en- 
gage in operations as a broker, in South 
Euclid, Ohio, in arranging for transpor- 
tation in interstate or foreign commerce 
of passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, both as 
individuals and groups, in special opera- 
tions, beginning and ending at points 
in Ohio, and extending to points in the 
United States (including Alaska and 
Hawaii). 


FREIGHT FORWARDERS OF “PROPERTY” 


No. FF-328 (Clarification), DAVID- 
SON FORWARDING COMPANY, 


* Freight Forwarder Application, filed 


October 21, 1965, published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of November 4, 1965, 
clarified and republished as clarified this 
issue. Applicant: DAVIDSON FOR- 
WARDING COMPANY, 3180 V Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1 Far- 
ragut Square South, Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought under Part IV 
of the Interstate Commerce Act as a 
freight forwarder in interstate or foreign 
commerce, in the forwarding of house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission 
in 17 M.C.C. 467; used automobiles and 
unaccompanied baggage, between points 
in the United States, including Alaska 
and Hawaii. Note: The purpose of this 
republication is to clarify the definition 
of the household goods in the commodity 
description. 

No. FF-349, DEPENDABLE AUTO 
SHIPPERS, INC., Freight Forwarder 
Application, filed July 29, 1968. Appli- 
cant: DEPENDABLE AUTO SHIPPERS, 
INC., Hotel National, Suite 201,. 592 
Seventh Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10036. 
Applicant’s representative: Charles H. 
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Trayford, 137 East 36th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 10016. Authority sought under Part 
IV of the Interstate Commerce Act as a 
freight forwarder in interstate or foreign 
commerce, through the use of facilities of 
common carriers by railroad, water, and 
motor vehicle in the transportation of 
used automobiles, with or without bag- 
gage and personal effects between points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Is- 
land, New York, New Jersey, and Penn- 
sylvania, and points in Florida. Nore: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Miami, Fla. 

No. FF-350, GLOBAL INTERNA- 
TIONAL FORWARDING, INC., Freight 
Forwarder Application, filed August 12, 
1968. Applicant: GLOBAL INTERNA- 
TIONAL FORWARDING, INC., No. 1/ 
Global Way, Anaheim, Calif. 92803. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Alan F. Wohl- 
stetter, 1 Farragut Square South, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20006. Authority sought un- 
der Part IV of the Interstate Commerce 
Act as a freight forwarder in Interstate 
or foreign commerce, in the transporta- 
tion of (a) used household goods, (b) 
used automobiles, (c) unaccompanied 
baggage, and, (d) such articles, includ- 
ing objects of art, displays, and exhibits, 
which because of their unusual nature or 
value, require specialized handling and 
equipment within the meaning of the 
third proviso of Household Goods, as de- 
fined by the Commission, in Practices of 
Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, between points in 
the United States, including Alaska and 
Hawaii. 


WATER CARRIER OF PROPERTY 


W-1241, NILO BARGE LINE, INC., 


Common Carrier Application, filed 
August 8, 1968. Applicant: NILO BARGE 
LINE, INC., 112 North Fourth Street, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63102. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: John Guandolo, 1000 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by water in interstate or foreign com- 
merce, (1) by nonselfpropelled vessels 
with the use of separate towing vessels, 
in the transportation of general commod- 
ities, and (2) by towing vessels in the 
performance of general towage, between 
the Ports of Tampa, Fla., and Boca 
Grande, Fla., including ports and points 
located on Tampa Bay, Fla., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, ports and points 
on the Gulf intracoastal Waterway, east 
of and including Brownsville, Tex., the 
Mississippi River below and including 
Minneapolis, Minn., the Ohio River, the 
Allegheny River, below and including 
Freeport, Pa., the Monongahela River, 
below and including Allenport, Pa., and 
the Illinois Waterway, below and includ- 
ing Chicago, Ill., and the Calumet Har- 
bor area (and including ports and points 
along Lake Michigan between Chicago, 
til., and Burns Harbor, Ind.). 


APPLICATIONS IN WHICH HANDLING WITH- 
OuT Orat Hearinc Has BEEN REQUESTED 


No. MC 3018 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
August 1, 1968. Applicant: McKEOWN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor- 
poration, 10448 South Western Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. 60643. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Gregory J. Scheurich, 111 
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West Washington Street, Chicago, Il. 
60602. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Com- 
pressed and liquified gases in specially 
built shipper-owned containers and car- 
bide on specially built trailers, from the 
sites of Union Carbide Corp.—Linde Di- 
vision plants and the plants of its sup- 
pliers and customers in Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Min- 
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Da- 
kota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, 
to points in said States, under contract 
with Union Carbide Corp. Note: Appli- 
cant states the authority sought herein 
duplicates all presently held authority ex- 
cept for the original grandfather rights 
which are not limited to transportation 
for this supporting shipper. All duplicat- 
ing authority is to be eliminated upon 
grant of the instant application. Common 
control may be involved. 

No. MC 133014, filed July 5, 1968. Ap- 
plicant: WOODCREST L & S CO., a 
corporation, 8558 South Kildare Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. 60652. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Clive D. Kamins, 33 North La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a contract car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties (except household goods as defined 
by the Commission, classes A and B ex- 
plosives,.and commodities requiring spe- 
cial equipment), (1) from Aldens, Inc., 
truck depot and warehouses and their 
adjacent loading docks located at Chi- 
cago, Ill., commercial zone as defined by 
the Commission, to all retail outlets, cat- 
alogue order establishments and other 
places of business owned, operated, 
leased or managed by Aldens, Inc., lo- 
cated at points in Ohio, Michigan, I- 
linois, Indiana, Missouri, Iowa, Wiscon- 
sin, Minnesota, and points in the 
Louisville, Ky., commercial zone as de- 
fined by the Commission, and (2) be- 
tween such locations to said truck depots 
and warehouses and their adjacent load- 
ing docks; and to the suppliers of the 
aforesaid Aldens, Inc., located in the 
aforesaid States in No. (1) above, under 
contract with Aldens, Inc. 

No. MC 94481 (Sub-No. 2), filed July 
19, 1968. Applicant: ESTACADA MO- 
LALLA STAGES, INC., 10706 Southwest 
Capitol Highway, Portland, Oreg. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert R. Hollis, 
1121 Commonwealth Building, Portland, 
Oreg. 97204. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, in the same 
vehicle with passengers, in charter op- 
erations, beginning and ending at points 
in Multnomah, Clackamas, Washing- 
ton, and Yamhill Counties, Oreg., and 
Clark County, Wash., and extending to 
points in the United States (including 
Alaska and Hawaii). Nore: Applicant 
conducts operations under MC 94481 
(Sub-No. 1) as follows: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, newspapers, 
and mail in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, over regular routes, (1) between 
Portland and Colton, Oreg., from Port- 
land over Oregon Highway 213 to Oregon 


City, Oreg., thence over Oregon High- 
way 215 to Liberal, Oreg., thence over 
unnumbered Clackamas County Road to 
Molalla, Oreg., and thence over Oregon 
Highway 211 to.Colton, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and (2) between Portland and 
Estacada, Oreg., from Portland over Ore- 
gon Highway 213 to Clackamas County 
Roads via Carver, Oreg., to Eagle Creek, 
Oreg., thence over Oregon Highway 211 
to Estacada (also from Carver unnum- 
bered Clackamas County Road via Logan, 
Oreg., to Estacada), and return over the 
same route,.serving all intermediate 
points. If and when the proposed author- 
ity sought herein is granted, applicant 
intends to surrender all authority held 
under MC 94481 (Sub-No. 1). 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Net GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10055; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR 
RELIEF 
AvucustT 19, 1968. 

Protésts to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FErEpEraL 
REGISTER. 

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 

PSA No. 41418—Class and commodity 
rates between points in Texas. Filed by 
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent 
(No. 616), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on proprietary deicing prepara- 
tions, and other commodities named in 
the application, from, to and between 
points in Texas, over interstate routes 
through adjoining states. 

Grounds for relief—Intrastate rates 
and maintenance of rates from and to 
points in other States not subject to the 
same competition. 

Tariff—Supplement 80 to Texas-Lou- 
isiana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
998. 

AGGREGATE-OF-INTERMEDIATES 

PSA No. 41419—Class and commodity 
rates between points in Tezas. Filed by 
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent 
(No. 615), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on proprietary deicing prepara- 
tions, and other commodities named in 
the application, from, to and between 
points in Texas, over interstate routes 
through adjoining states. 

Grounds for relief—Maintenance of 
depressed rates published to meet intra- 
state competition without use of such 
rates as factors in constructing combina- 
tion rates. 

Tariff—Supplement 80 to Texas-Lou- 


isiana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
998. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10137; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 
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[Notice 672] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


AvucusT 16, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary, authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 340), published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the FereperaL REGISTER publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date 
of notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized rep- 
resentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 


Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 126 (Sub-No. 23 TA), filed Au- 
gust 12, 1968. Applicant: HUEY MOTOR 
EXPRESS, a corporation, 1426 Dalton 
Avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio 45214. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert H. Kinker, 
711 McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 
40601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commis- 
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re- 
quiring special equipment), serving the 
plantsite of the Ford Motor Co., at the 
intersection of Westport Road and 
Murphy Lane in Jefferson County, Ky., 
as an off-route point in connection with 
carrier’s regular routes between Louis- 
ville, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio, and for 
authority for those routes to be tacked or 
joined with other regular routes in 
Docket No. MC 126. Supporting shipper: 
Ford Motor Co., The American Road, 
Dearborn, Mich. 48100. Send protests to: 
Emil P. Schwab, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, 1010 Federal Build- 
ing, 550 Main Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45202. 

No. MC 200 (Sub-No. 227 TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: RISS & 
COMPANY, INC., 903 Grand Avenue, 
Post Office Box 2809 (64142), Kansas 
City, Mo. 64106. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Ivan E. Moody, 12th Floor, Temple 
Building, 903 Grand Avenue, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B ex- 
plosives, livestock, live poultry, house- 
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hold goods as defined by the Commis- 
sion, commodities in bulk and those re- 
quiring special equipment, serving the 
Ford Motor Co. plantsite at the inter- 
section of Westport Road and Murphy 
Lane, Jefferson County, near Louisville, 
Ky., as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier’s authorized regular opera- 
tions to and from Louisville, Ky., for 180 
days. Note: Applicant intends to join at 
Louisville, Ky. Supporting shipper: Ford 
Motor Co., The American Road, Dear- 
born, Mich., by C. F. Wilkins, Supervisor, 
Parts and Material Analysis Section, 
Transportation and Traffic Analysis 
Department. Send protests to: Vernon 
V. Coble, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, 1100 Federal Office Building, 
911 Walnut Street, Kansas City, Mo. 
64106. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 259 TA), filed 
August 13, 1968. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., Post 
Office Box 5000, 2125 Commercial Street, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Larry L. Strickler (same 
address as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned preserved food- 
stuffs, not cold packed or frozen, from 
the plantsites and/or facilities of the 
Comstock-Greenwood Foods Borden, 
Inc.; Foods Division at Wellsboro, Pa., 
Arcade, Syracuse, Waterloo, Red Creek, 
Rushville, Egypt, Pen Yan, Fairport, 
Newark, and Lyons, N.Y., to points in 
Wisconsin Minnesota, North and South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Iowa, Missouri, and 
Illinois, for 180 days. Nore: Applicant in- 
tends to tack under MC 30844 with its 
base certificate. Supporting shipper: 
Comstock-Greenwood Foods, Division of 
the Borden Co., Newark, N.Y. 14513. Send 
protests to: Chas. C. Biggers, District Su- 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 332 Federal 
Building, Davenport, Iowa 52801. 

No. MC 35540 (Sub-No. 18 TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: SCHRO- 
DER’S EXPRESS, INC., 1550 Perin 
Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 45204. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert H. Kinker, 
711 McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 
40601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment) , serving the plantsite 
of the Ford Motor Co., at the intersection 
of Westport Road and Murphy Lane in 
Jefferson County, Ky., as an off-route 
point in connection with the carrier’s 
regular routes, between Louisvile, Ky., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, North 
Vernon, Palmyra, Ramsey, and Evans- 
ville, Ind., and Cincinnati, Ohio, and for 
authority for those routes to be tacked 
or joined with other regular routes in 
Docket No. MC 35540 and 35540, Sub 7, 
for 180 days. Nore: Applicant intends to 
tack the authority sought herein with 
its existing authority under MC 35540 


and Sub 7. Supporting shipper: Ford Mo- 
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tor Co., The American Road, Dearborn, 
Mich. 48100. Send protests to: Emil P. 
Schwab, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, 1010 Federal Building, 550 Main 
Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. 

No. MC 39568 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: ARROW 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CoO., 1124 Mar- 
ket Street, Chattanooga, Tenn. 37402. 
Applicant’s representative: Harold Selig- 
man, 1808 West End Building, Nashville, 
Tenn. 37203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except those of un- 
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment, and 
those injurious or contaminating to other 
lading), (1) from Chattanooga, Tenn., 
over Highway U.S. 41 to Atlanta, Ga., 
and return, serving all intermediate 
points; (2) from Dalton, Ga., to 
Chattsworth, Ga., over Highway US. 
76 (Georgia 52), thence to Cartersville, 
Ga., over Highway U.S. 411 and return, 
serving all intermediate points; (3) 
Operating between the points described 
over Interstate 75 for operating conven- 
ience only; (4) all segments to tack at 
all common points, and with the existing 
authority of Arrow Transfer and Storage 
Co., MC 39568; and Interline at the 
points of Chattanooga, Tenn., and At- 
lanta, Ga., for 180 days. Note: Applicant 
intends to tack MC 39568 with Arrow 
existing authority and interline at Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., and Atlanta, Ga. Sup- 
porting shippers: There are approxi- 
mately (51) statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. Send 
protests to: J. E. Gamble, District Su- 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau -of Operations, 803 1808 
West End Building, Nashville, Tenn. 
37203. 

No. MC 118816 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
August 14, 1968. Applicant: MATERIALS 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., Box 98, 
Whitehall, Pa. 18052. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: E. E. Taylor (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dry ce- 
ment, from Elizabeth, N.J., to points in 
New York, New Jersey, and Conmecticut, 
for 180 days. Nore: Applicant intends to 
tack MC 118816. Supporting shipper: 
Martin Marietta, 277 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 10017. Send protests to: F. W. 
Doyle, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 900 U.S. Customhouse, Second 
= Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19106. 

No. MC 129416 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: B. D.C. LTD., 
20 Sheffield Street, Toronto, Ontario, 
Canada. Applicant’s representative: 
Warren W. Wallin, 4970 South Archer 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60632. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
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transporting: Commercial papers, docu- 
ments, and written instruments (except 
coins, currency, and negotiable secu- 
rities) as are used in the conduct and op- 
eration of banks and banking institu- 
tions, and audit media and other business 
records, between Seattle, Wash., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the interna- 
tional boundary line between the United 
States and Canada at Blaine, Wash., for 
150 days. Supporting shippers: 1) The 
Toronto-Dominion Bank, British Colum- 
bia Division, 410 Seymour Street, Van- 
couver 2, British Columbia; 2) Seattle- 
First National Bank (International 
Banking Department), Seattle, Wash. 
98124. Send protests to: George M. 
Parker, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 518 Federal Office Building, 
Buffalo, N.Y. 14203. 

No. MC 133007 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 14, 1968. ADplicant: CAPE FEAR 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Box 84, Whiteville, 
N.C. 28472. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas D. Bunn, 327 Hillsboro Street, 
Raleigh, N.C. 27602. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Baskets, basket materials, crates, 
crate material, and agricultural com- 
modity containers, wooden boxes, bor 
material, crate material, pallets and 
pallet bores, pallets and pallet material, 
from points in Clark County, Va., to 
points in North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, and Florida, for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Berryville Basket Co., 
Inc., Berryville, Va. Send protests to: 
Archie W. Andrews, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, Post Office Box 10885, 
Cameron Village Station, Raleigh, N.C. 
27605. 

No. MC 133076 TA, filed- August 12, 
1968. Applicant: P. STANLEY COBANE, 
doing business as COBANE AIR 
FREIGHT, Deer Grove, Ill. 61243. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Donald S. Mullins, 
4704 West Irving Park. Road, Chicago, 
Ill. 60641. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities having prior or subsequent 
movement via air (except those of un- 
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment and 
those injurious or contaminating to other 
lading), between Sterling, Rock Falls, 
Morrison, Prophetstown, and Dixon, IIl., 
and Clinton, Iowa, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, O’Hare International Air- 
port, Midway Airport and Meigs Field, 
at or near Chicago, Ill., for 180 days. 
Norte: Applicant intends to interline with 
air freight carriers operating out of the 
airports named. Supporting shippers: 
There are approximately eight state- 
ments of support attached to the appli- 
cation, which may be examined here at 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field office 
named below. Send protests to: Andrew 
J. Montgomery, District Supervisor, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, U.S. 
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Courthouse and Federal Office Building, 
Room 1086, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Il. 60604. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Net Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-10138; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[Notice 673] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


AuvcusT 19, 1968. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR 
Part 340), published in the FepERAL REG- 
IsTeR, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the Federal Register publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the applica- 
tion is published in the FepERAL REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec- 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 


MorTor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 2245 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: THE O. K. 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
1810 South Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45204. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
H. Kinker, 711 McClure Building, Frank- 
fort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B ex- 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk 
and those requiring special equipment, 
serving the plantsite of the Ford Motor 
Co. at the intersection of Westport Road 
and Murphy Lane in Jefferson County, 
Ky., as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier’s regular routes between 
Louisville, Ky., on the one hand, and on 
the other, Cincinnati, Ohio, Columbus, 
Ind., and Ashland, Ky., and for authority 
for those routes to be tacked or joined 
with other regular routes in Docket No. 
MC 2245, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: Ford Motor Co., The American Road, 
Dearborn, Mich. 48100. Send protests 
to: Emil P. Schwab, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 1010 Federal 
Building, 550 Main Street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45202. 


No. MC 52743 (Sub-No. 18TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: MIAMI 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
OF INDIANA, 1220 Harrison Avenue, 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45214. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Robert H. Kinker, 711 Mc- 
Clure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 40601. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg- 
ular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live- 
stock, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment, serving the plantsite of the Ford 
Motor Co. at the intersection of West- 
port Road and Murphy Lane in Jefferson 
County, Ky., as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s regular routes 
between Louisville, Ky., on the one hand, 
and Cincinnati, Ohio, and Kenova, W. 
Va., on the other, and for authority for 
those routes to be tacked or joined with 
other regular routes in Docket Nos. 52743 
and MC 52743, Sub 12, for 180 days. 
Nore: Applicant intends to tack the au- 
thority sought herein with its existing 
authority under MC 52743 and Sub 12. 
Supporting shipper: Ford Motor Co., the 
American Road, Dearborn, Mich. 48100. 
Send protests to: Emil P. Schwab, Dis- 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1010 
Federal Building, 550 Main Street, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio 45202. 

No. MC 62104 (Sub-No. 11 TA), filed 
August 14, 1968. Applicant: FRED W. 
YEAGLE AND ROSCOE C. YEAGLE 
(ELLEN YEAGLE, ADMINISTRA- 
TRIX), doing business as YEAGLE 
BROTHERS, Rural Delivery 2, Muncy, 
Pa. 17756. Applicant’s representative: 
Lester L. Greevy, 29 West Fourth Street, 
Williamsport, Pa. 17701. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Automobiles, in secondary 
movements, from Rochester, N.Y., and 
peints within 25 miles thereof to Man- 
heim, Pa., for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: There are approximately 10 state- 
ments of support attached to the appli- 
cation, which may be examined here at 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field office 
named below. Send protests to: Paul J. 
Kenworth, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 309 U.S. Post Office Building, 
Scranton, Pa. 18503. 

No. MC 73262 (Sub-No. 22 TA), filed 

1968. Applicant: MER-. 
CHANTS FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 
2050 Kings Road, Post Office Box 2408, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 32203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except dan- 
gerous explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined in Practices of Motor 
Common Carriers of Household Goods, 
17 M.C.C, 467, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), be- 
tween Ford Motor Co. plantsite at the 
intersection of Westport Road and Mur- 
phy Lane, Jefferson County, near Louis- 
ville, Ky., on the one hand, and, on the 
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other, Anderson and Pendleton, Ind., 
and points in Indiana on U.S. Highway 
20, U.S. Highway 40, U.S. Highway 50, 
those on U.S. Highway 52 between junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 41 and the Indiana- 
Ohio State line, those on U.S. Highway 
41 between Vincennes and the Indiana- 
Illinois State line, those on U.S. High- 
way 24 between junction Indiana High- 
way 25 and the Indiana-Ohio State line, 
those on U.S. Highway 31 between In- 
dianapolis and junction U.S. Highway 
31E, those on U.S. Highway 31E between 
junction U.S. Highway 31 and the In- 
diana-Kentucky State line, those on 
U.S. Highway 31W between junction U.S. 
Highway 31 and the Indiana-Kentucky 
State line, those on U.S. Highway 150 be- 
tween junction U.S. Highway 50 and the 
Indiana-Kentucky State line, those on 
US. Highway 35 between junction U.S. 
Highway 40 and the Indiana-Ohio State 
line, those on Indiana Highway 28 be- 
tween junction U.S. Highway 41 and 
junction Indiana Highway 25, those on 
Indiana ighway 25 between junction 
Indiana Highway 28 and U.S. Highway 
24, those on Indiana Highway 67 between 
Indianapolis and junction Indiana High- 
way 32, and those on Indiana Highway 
32 between junction Indiana Highway 67 
and the Indiana-Ohio State line, includ- 
ing junction points, St. Louis, Mo., and 
points in Ohio and Illinois, for 180 days. 
Note: Applicant intends to tack this 
authority with its presently held certifi- 
cates and to interline such traffic with 
carriers with whom it publishes joint 
routes and through rates. Supporting 
shipper: Ford Motor Co., the American 
Road, Dearborn, Mich. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor G. H. Fauss, Jr., Bu- 
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Box 35008, 400 West Bay 
Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32202. 

No. MC 128138 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
August 14, 1968. Applicant: ATLANTIC- 
PACIFIC PILOT AND DRIVE EX- 
CHANGE, INC., 609 Sutter Street, Suite 
8, San Francisco, Calif. 94102. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Berol, Loughran & 
Geernaert, 100 Bush Street, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 94104. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Used automobiles and used trucks 
of three-quarter ton in capacity or less, 
in secondary movements, in single drive- 
away service, by the use of causal 
drivers, between points in the United 
States (including Alaska and Hawaii), 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: There 
are approximately eight statements of 
support attached to the application, 
which may be examined here at the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in Wash- 
ington, D.C., or copies thereof which may 
be examined at the field office named 
below. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor Claud W. Reebes, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94102. 






NOTICES 


No. MC 128252 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
August 12, 1968. Applicant: DAVID 
MARCUS, doing business as MARCUS 
TRUCKING, 1625 Emmons Avenue, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11235. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Arthur J. Piken, 160-16 
Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 11432. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Electric 
lamps, electric lighting fixtures and 
parts used in the manufacture of electric 
lamps and electric lighting fixtures, (1) 
from points in that part of the New 
York, N.Y., commercial zone and ter- 
minal areas, 52 M.C.C. 451, within 
which local operations may be conducted 
under the exemption provision of sec- 
tion 203(b)(8) of the Act (the exempt 
zone) to the premises of Mobilite, Inc., 
at Hauppauge, N.Y., with no transporta- 
tion for compensation except as other- 
wise authorized. Restriction: The au- 
thority granted above is restricted to 
shipments which have had an immedi- 
ately prior movement by water, (2) from 
the premises of Mobilite, Inc., at Haup- 
pauge, N.Y., to points in that part of the 
New York, N.Y., commercial zone, as 
defined in the Fifth Supplemental Re- 
port in Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451 within which local 
operations may be conducted under the 
exemption provision of section 203 (b) 
(8) of the Act (the exempt zone), and 
to points in with no transportation for 
compensation except as otherwise au- 
thorized for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: Mobilite, Inc., 98 Cuttermill Road, 
Great Neck, N.Y. 11022. Send protests 
to: Robert E. Johnston, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 26 Federal Plaza, 
New York, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 128642 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
August 14, 1968. Applicant: SKYLINE 
TRANSPORT, INC., 6120 Eastbourne 
Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 2]224. Appli- 
cant’s representative: J. Meredith Rus- 
sell (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid corn syrup and der- 
trose, in bulk, in tank vehicles from 
Baltimore, Md., to points in Maryland, 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: A. E. 
Staley Manufacturing Co., Post Office 
Box 151, Decatur, Ill. 62525. Send pro- 
tests to: William L. Hughes, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 1125 Fed- 
eral Building, Baltimore, Md. 21201. 

No. MC 133027 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 13, 1968. Applicant: 
MOLLICA, doing business as B&M 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 503 South 164% 
Street, Reading, Pa. 19606. Applicant’s 
representative: Samuel W. Earnshaw, 
833 Washington Building, Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 


over irregular routes, transporting: Cor- 
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rugated paper products, from Milltown, 
N.J., to points in Pennsylvania on and 
east of Interstate Highway 83 from the 
Maryland State line to Harrisburg, and 
on and east of Interstate Highway 81 
from Harrisburg to thé New York State 
line; Delaware County and New York, 
N.Y.; and Newark and Wilmington, Del., 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Mid- 
dlesex Container Co., Inc., Milltown, N.J. 
08850. Send protests to: Ross A. Davis, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 900 
U.S. Customhouse, Second and Chestnut 
Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] H. Neri GARSON, 
; Secretary. 
[P.R. Doc. 68-10139; Filed, Aug. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 
[Notice 194A] 
MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


AvucustT 16, 1968. 


Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s gen- 
eral rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 30 days from the date 
of service of the order. Pursuant to sec- 
tion 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, the filing of such a petition will 
postpone the effective date of the order 
in that proceeding pending its disposi- 
tion. The matters relied upon by pe- 
titioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70611. By order entered 
August 9, 1968, Division 3, approved the 
transfer to Irene DeGuire, doing business 
as Dee Motor Freight, Chicago, Ill., of the 
certificate of registration No. MC-98870 
(Sub-No. 1), issued October 31, 1963, to 
James W, DeGuire, doing business as Dee 
Motor Freight, Chicago, Il., correspond- 
ing to its Illinois Intrastate authority 
evidenced by C.P.N.C.- No. 1864 MC, 
issued November 17, 1954, by the Illinois 
Commerce Commission, authorizing the 
transportation of: Livestock and com- 
modities general within 50-mile radius 
of Tinley Park, Il., and to transport such 
property to or from any point outside of 
such authorized area of operation for a 
shipper or shippers within such area. 
Harold A. Cowen, 1 North La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602, attorney for 
applicants, 


[seat] H. Nem Garson, 
Secretary. 
[P.R. Doo, 68-10054; Filed, Aug. 20, 1968; 


8:51 a.m.]} 
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